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WITHERBY & CO. 


with which is incorporated 
GREAVES, PASS & CO. 


LAW & GENERAL STATIONERS, 
COMPANIES’ & PARLIAMENTARY 
PRINTERS. 


Factory and Printing Works : 
326, HIGH HOLBORN, 
LONDON, W.C. 


NEWMAN’S COURT, CORNHILL; 
63, COLEMAN STREET; & 
2-3, WEST STREET, FINSBURY, EC. 


Telephone: Hoorn 92. 


AVENUE 836 (two lines). 
\ Telegrams: ‘‘ WHEREBY, Lonpon.” 


Lonpon WALL 3393+ 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 


THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.0O. 
(OPPOSITE THE LAW COURTS), 
REMOVED FROM No, 24 LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 


EsTaB.isHEeD 1853. 

Capital Stock ... o- £400,000 
Debenture Stock se = hie «-. £308,130 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full a may be had at the Society’s Offices. 

. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 
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5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 
(with Branches throughout the Kingdom). 
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FIRE, LOSS OF PROFITS DUE 10 FIRE, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY under 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and independently thereof, ACCIDENT AND 
SICKNESS, and BURGLARY. RRS 

Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies within 

the United Kingdom. 
No Foreign Business undertaken. 
Manager and Secretary—H. FOSTER CUTLER. 
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Current Topics. 


Reduction of Capital. 

WE PRINT elsewhere a set of draft rules relating to the 
procedure on application for confirmation by the court of the 
reduction of the capital of companies. Hitherto, the statutory 
law on the subject has been contained in sections 9 to 20 of the 
Companies Act, 1867, and sections 3 and 4 of the Act of 1877, and 
the procedure has been lated by the General Order of the 
21st of March, 1868, as altered by that of the 2nd of March, 1869. 
After the 1st of April, the statutory law will be contained in 
sections 46 to 56 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and 
the rules now published in draft are intended to re the above 
orders with amendments. The i will be commenced, 
as hitherto, by petition, but when the petition has been presented, 
a summons must be taken out for directions as to the proceedings 
preliminary to the hearing of the petition or otherwise with 
reference thereto (rule 6). is will include directions as to settling 
the list of creditors entitled to object to the proposed reduction. An 
affidavit as to creditors must be filed (rules 8, 9), and notice of the 
proposed reduction sent to each itor. Where creditors are 
affected, the certificate settling the list of creditors must be filed 
at least eight days before the hearing of the petition (rule 18). The 
order confirming the reduction will, as hitherto, direct publication 
of the minute stating the share capital of the company after 
reduction, and the time during which the company must add the 
words “and reduced.” 


Solicitors’ Clerks and the Territorial Forces. 


THE CAUTIOUS reply of the Council of the Law Society to the 
request of the Lieutenant-Colonel of the Kensington Battalion will 
meet with general val. Mr. SUTHERLAND-Harris asked 
that the Council s appeal to the members of the society to 
allow an extra week's holiday at full pay to any of their 
clerks who might join the Territorial Force. The Council reply 
that the matter is one for the decision of each individual solicitor 
with regard to his own clerks ; but the Council think that, when 
it can be arranged, the'privilege should be given on condition that 
the clerks serve for fifteen days in camp ; and further, that in con- 
sidering arrangements for the holidays of a solicitor’s staff prefer- 
ence should during the training season be given to members ef the 
staff who belong to the Territorial Force. We imagine solicitors 
will find that a fortnight in camp will freshen up and invigorate 
their clerks far more than a period of loafing at a watering- 





place. 
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Probate of Destroyed Wills. 

A prosaTE action, in which it was sought to prove a will that 
had been torn up, was recently heard: Gill v. Gill (reported 
elsewhere). Such actions are usually more interesting to the 
general public than to lawyers, other than those already 
engaged in the case. It may safely be said that no lost, de- 
stroyed, or torn-up will is ever admitted to be genuine by anyone 
concerned to contest it until the matter has been fought out in 
the Probate Court. In the present case the will had been torn up 
by the testator’s wife in a fit of temper, and then pieced together 
again. Greater difficulty in disproving the animus revocandi is 
presented where the testator himself tears the will up. But wills 
have been admitted to probate even when thus deliberately de- 
stroyed. Perhaps a South Australian case goes further than any 
of the cases in the English reports in illustrating the non-revoca- 
tion of a will deliberately destroyed by the testator: see Hill v. 
Winter (14S. A. R. 182). The testator in this case devised 
‘some property to “ Exizasera Scuiork,’’ meaning his married 
daughter, whose name was EuizanetH Burton, though she lived 
with a man named Scuiork, and was known as Mrs. ScHiorK. 
The testator was informed that Mrs. Burton would not benefit 
by this devise, owing to the misdescription, and he was advised to 
destroy the will. He thereupon burned the will, saying it was 
“no good.” No other will was made. This will had been pre- 
pared and attested by a solicitor, and the contents could be proved. 
It was eventually held valid, on the ground that the testator had 
not intended to revoke it, but had acted under erroneous advice 
ag to the effect of misdescribing Mrs. Burton. 


Liability of ‘‘ Assigns’’ on Restrictive Covenants. 


A PURCHASER of part of a building estate enters into a cove- 
nant not to erect an unsightly structure on the land. He then 
grants a long lease to a builder, of the same land and subject to 
the same restrictions. The builder erects an unsightly structure 
‘and becomes bankrupt. The trustee in bankruptcy disclaims the 
Jease and the purchaser re-enters into possession, but, mirabile 
dictu, he retakes possession.freed from liabikity on the restrictive 
covenant. This obviously is a great hardship on the covenantee 
and those who have bought with notice, and with the benefit, of 
the covenant, but it seems to be the logical, or rather legal, effect 
of the decision in Powell v. Hemsley (reported ante, p. 322). In 
that case, where the facts were as above stated, the two covenants 
broken were a covenant to erect outbuildings in the rear anda 
covenant not to commence building until plans had been sub- 
mitted to and approved by the vendor, and the questions which 
arose were whether the breach was a continuing breach and 
whether the defendant was liable. Now, on the question of a con- 
tinuing breach it might be thought that a breach of the first-men- 
tioned covenant, at any rate, was continuous. But the court 
thought otherwise, and on the strength of a statement made in 
1829 per curiam (or shall we say per incuriam?) held that the 
breach of neither covenant was continuous. The main question, 
however, was whether the purchaser was liable for the breach com- 
mitted by his assign. The covenant was in form a covenant by 
the purchaser, for himself, his executors, administrators, and 
assigns, that he would, &c., and it was contended that a covenant 
in this form was equivalent to a covenant by the purchaser for 
himself, his executors, administrators, and assigns, that he, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, would, &c. But Eve, J., 
“held that a covenant in the form first given does not impose on 
the covenantor liability for the acts of his assigns ; but he said he 
was unable to find any authority on the point. The question is 
an interesting one, and we may hereafter return to its consider- 
ation. 


Restraining Proceedings in Foreign Courts, 


QuzstTions RELATING to the competence or willingness of the 

. courts to restrain proceedings being taken in foreign courts have 
- usally, as is natural, cropped up in the Chancery Division. Such 
@ question, however, was raised in the Probate Division this 
week : see Vardopulo v. Vardopulo (Times, March 16th). This 
case was 2 wife’s petition for judicial] separation. The husband 

« was by birth 2 Greek, but had become a British subject, and was 
- domiciled in England. On the filing of the petition the husband 
left England and went to reside in France, in order to acquire a 





domicil there, which would enable him to take proceedings in 
the French courts, and he did commence proceedings in France 
against his wife for divorce. Notwithstanding the suit for 
divorce in the French courts, however, the husband appeared to 
the wife’s suit in the Probate Division to oppose her application 
for alimony, and alleged that he was now a domiciled Frenchman, 
The President held that, under the circumstances, the French 
domicil, if acquired, had been acquired, and the French divorce 
suit instituted, in order to harass the wife in her English suit, 
An order was therefore made, though with some hesitation, re- 
straining the husband from prosecuting proceedings for divorce 
against his wife in the French courts. If the husband really 
had acquired a French domicil, it seems possible that the 
validity of the order made in the Probate Division might be chal- 
lenged, notwithstanding the appearance in the English suit, or, 
at any rate, held to have been wrongly made under the circum. 
stances. The general principle is, admitting that English courts 
have a jurisdiction exercisable in personam to restrain proceed- 
ings in foreign courts, that an order restraining foreign proceed- 
ings will not be made if it cannot be enforced, and particularly in 
cases which are properly within the cognisance and competence 
of the foreign court. “Morocco Bound” Syndicate v. Harris 
(1895, 1 Ch. 534) illustrates this principle very strongly. In 
that case the defendant was a British subject, residing in Eng- 
land, and he contemplated infringing the copyright of the plain- 
tiffs, secured to them in Germany by virtue of the Berne Conven- 
tion, and this contemplated infringement was to be committed in 
Germany. An injunction to restrain the threatened infringe- 
ment was asked for, and refused. The case is a strong one, since 
the defendant was admittedly within the court’s territorial juris- 
diction, but the ground of the decision appears to have been that 
the plaintiffs’ rights, though secured by treaty, were rights under 
German law, and so should be left for German courts to deal with. 


Friendly Societies and Trade Unions. 

THE QUESTION of enforcing agreements with employers and 
workmen’s societies has been fréquently before the courts of 
recent years, and it is clear that where a society is a trade union 
which would be illegal but for the Trade Union Acts, 1871 and 
1876, proceedings cannot be taken for directly enforcing such 
agreements, although an action to restrain the u/tra vires applica- 
tion of funds is not a proceeding of this nature : Yorkshire Miners’ 
Association v. Howden (1905, A. C. 256). The mere fact, however, 
that a society may incidentally render assistance to its members 
in the course of a strike does not, as the recent case of Gosney v. 
Bristol, &c., Society (ante, p. 341) shews, make it a trade union, and 
thereby render agreements with it unenforceable. A strike is not 
an actionable wrong, and it is not illegal to contribute to 
the support of strikers: Denaby, dc., Collieries v. Yorkshire 
Miners’ Association (1906, A.C., p. 393). And a society 
which is in substance a friendly society, having for its 
object the insurance of its members against sickness and loss of 
wages from any cause, does not become a trade union because a 
loss of wages by a strike is one of the matters against which it 
insures. In the present case a member of the defendant society 
sued to recover 2s. 6d., which he alleged had been improperly de- 
ducted from his sick pay. The society was formed for the objects 
above stated, and the rules expressly authorized the payment of 
strike pay, but it was provided that no officer or member of the 
society should assist in any trade movement except in his private 
capacity. The county court judge held that the society was a 
trade union, and that the action was not maintainable ; and his 
decision was affirmed by the Divisional Court (CHANNELL and 
Sutron, JJ.), CHANNELL, J., considering that the society was 
just outside the bounds of legality. The Court of Appeal took a 
different view, the Master of the Rolls saying,that the society was 
just inside the limits of legality, and therefore the question of the 
right of the society to deduct the 2s. 6d. could be properly tried. 
But, apart from this, a society is not necessarily illegal, and its 
rules unenforceable, because some of the rules are in restraint of 
trade. This was decided in Swaine v. Wilson (24 Q. B. D. 252). 
“Tf,” said Linpiey, L.J., in that case, “ the objects of the society 
are themselves legal, the introduction of some objectionable rules 
will at most only have the effect of rendering those particular 
rules invalid. The other rules will not be affected by them.” 
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Apparently in 1871 it was thought that there were good grounds 
for not carrying the legalization of trade unions so far as to render 
their rules and agreements enforceable at law, but it may be 
questioned whether the continuance of this policy strves any 
good end. 


The ‘‘ Betterment ” Principle. 


THE BETTERMENT principle may be described as a rule by 
which owners of land, adjoining Jand that has been taken by 
public authorities under statutory powers for making street 
improvements and similar works, are made to contribute to the 
cost of the work by paying a sum of money for the consequent 
“betterment,” or improvement, of their own property. The 
application of this principle is now well understood, and is a 
matter of constant occurrence when street improvements, &c., 
are effected by public authorities. But the enforcement of this 
rule of charging owners for the enhanced value that is 
given to their property by such improvement of adjoining 
land is generally supposed to be a matter of quite recent origin. 
No hint can be gathered from the ordinary standard dictionaries 
and encyclopedias (law and general) that the betterment 

rinciple was ever put into practice in England before the year 
1890, though, according to the Encyclopedia of the Laws of 
England (Second Edition, article “ Betterment”), it “has been 
accepted for many years in some of the colonies, and in the 
United States, and, as applied in the latter, may be examined in 
the New York City Consolidation Act, 1882.” As a matter of 
fact, however, the principle was adopted in 1667, after the Great 
Fire of London, and may be found embodied in “ An Act for 
Rebuilding the City of London” (19 Car. 2, c. 3, 8. 26, 
Statutes at Large; 18 & 19 Car. 2, c. 8, s. 24, Statutes 
of the Realm). Section 26 (in the Statutes at Large) 
ruos thus: “ And forasmuch as the houses now remaining, and 
to be rebuilt, will receive more or less advantage in the value 
of the rents, by the liberty of air, and free recourse for trade, 
and other conveniences by such regulation and enlargement [of 
ancient streets and passages] it is also enacted . . . that in case of 
refusal . . . of the owners. . . to agree and compound with the said 
Lord Mayor, alderman, and commons for the same, thereupon a 
a jury shall and may be impanelled . .. to judge and assess upon 
the owners ... such competent sum and sums of money ... in 
consideration of such improvement and melioration as in reason 
and good conscience they shall think fit.” This Act is said to 
have been drafted by Sir MATTHEW HALE. Pepys, in his entry 
of the 3rd of December, 1667, speaks of “‘ the new street that is to 
be made from Guild Hall down to Cheapside ”"—King Street—and 
of one case “ of a man that hath a piece of ground lying in the very 
middle of the street that must be.” This person asked £700 for 
the land that was required, “and to be excused paying anything 
for the melioration of the rest of his ground that he was to keep. 
The end of the matter was that the owner waived his claim to 
the £700, and presented the necessary land to the City on 
condition that he might have tbe benefit of the melioration with- 
out paying anything for it. On this Pepys comments, “So 
much some will get by having the city burned.” The question of 
recovering the amount due to the local authority, and charged on 
the land in respect of the betterment, may present some difficulties, 
if it be desired to proceed by action, and the owner is out of the 
United Kingdom. In Sydney Municspal Council v. Bull (1909, 1 
K. B. 7) it was recently held that an action to recover such a sum 
for betterment can only be brought in the local courts, no matter 
where the defendant resided, and was in the nature of an action 
to recover penalties for breach of bye-laws. 


County Court Actions in a Foreign Court. 


A curious doubt as to the use of the phrase “ interlocutory 
application ’’ in rule 11 of order 12 of the County Courts Rules 
was revealed in Porter v. London and Manchester Insurance Co. 
(ante, p. 342). Under section 74 of the County Courts Act actions 
must in general be commenced in the defendant’s court, but, by 
leave of the judge or registrar, an action may be commenced in 
the court of the district where the cause of action arose. But 
then the defendant, if resident more than twenty miles away, is 
allowed, by ord. 12, r. 9, a special privilege. If he forwards to 


the registrar an affidavit disclosing a good defence on the merits, 


a sum as the registrar may, having reference to all the circum- 
stances of the case, direct.’ In other words, a plaintiff, suing 
the defendant in a court foreign to the defendant, must, if a 
good defence is sworn to, give security against the failure of the 
claim. Then rule 11 defines the procedure on interlocutory appli- 
cations, and by clause 8 provides that, when the application is 
made under any particular statute or rule, the judge may vary 
or rescind any order made by the registrar, and may make such 
order as may be just. Is there, upon the fixing of the deposit 
under rule 9 in the manner above stated, an interlocutory applica- 
tion, upon which there is an appeal to the judge under rule 11 (8)? 


affidavit by the defendant is not an application by him to have 
the deposit fixed. That is a matter which the registrar is bound 
to do upon being satisfied with the affidavit. It is a matter of 
procedure which arises out of the application originally made by 
the plaintiff to commence the action in the foreign court. If 
rule 11 referred’to “interlocutory orders’’ the result would 
perhaps be different, but in the view of the divisional court 
(Darina and Watton, JJ.) there was no interlocutory applica- 
tion in regard to the deposit, and consequently there was no 
appeal to the judge against the amount fixed by the registrar. 
In the case in question the amount fixed was £20, and the court 
came to their decision the more readily because the only result of 
the deposit not being paid would be that the plaintiff would 
have to bring his action in the defendant’s court. 


Criminal Appeal to the Privy Council. 


A successFuL appeal in a criminal case has recently been 
carried to the Privy Council: Chang Hang Kiu v. Judges of the 
Supreme Court. of Hong Kong, on appeal from Hong Kong 
(Times, March 10th). The appellants were eight witnesses, who 
had been committed to prison for three months for perjury. In a 
civil proceeding before the Chief Justice of Hong Kong the issue 
to be tried had been whether a certain person was a partner in a 
certain firm. The appellants gave evidence to the effect that he 
was, and the jury found he was not. The Chief Justice then 
called the appellants forward, and, after telling them they had 
conspired to defraud the alleged partner and had been guilty of 
perjury, committed them to prison for three months. This sen- 
tence was affirmed by the Supreme Court of Hong Kong. The 
Local Ordinance (No. 3, of 1873, s. 31) provides that: where 
“perjury is committed by any person examined as a witness in 
open court,” the court may “commit such witness, as for a con- 
tempt of the court, to prison for any term not exceeding three 
months.” The grounds of appeal were two. The first was that 
the appellants were not informed what statements constituted 


>| the perjury ; this ground failed. The other ground of appeal was 


that, before sentence was passed, the appellants had had no r- 
tunity of being heard in their own defence. On this ground the 
Judicial Committee held that the appeal should succeed. Con- 
tempt of court was a criminal offence, as had been held in Re 
Pollard (5 Moo. P.C. N.S. 111), also an appeal from the Supreme 
Court of Hong Kong. It had there been laid down that “no 
person should be punished for contempt of court, which is a 
criminal offence, unless the specific offence charged against him be 
distinctly stated, and an opportunity of answering it given to 
him.” The appeal was, therefore, allowed, and the committal 
order rescinded, no order being made as to costs of the appeal. 


The Court of Criminal Appeal. 

AN rvTaREsTING statement as to the work of the Court of 
Criminal Appeal has been made by Mr. Herwan Comey im a 
lecture delivered last week in the Law Schools at Cam 
The court has been in existence for less than a year, but so 
twenty-three convictions or sentences have been totally quashed, 
including one capital sentence, for which the court substituted 
“ guilty, but insane.”” Of the twenty-three cases, eleven have, in 
Mr. Consy’s view, been reversed on points of law. In the 
remainder, where the conviction was quashed on the facts, the 
result was in most cases arrived at without the introduction of 
any new evidence. In many cases, however, the court 
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might have been called at the trial, and it has set its face 
against hearing fresh witnesses in these circumstances. In 
addition to the sentences which have been absolutely annulled, 
there have been twelve which have been reduced. These figures 
sufficiently show the need which existed for a right of appeal in 
criminal cases, though Mr. Congn pointed out that little has 
been done at present towards the “standardization’’ of 
sentences. Apparently the principle on which the court acts 
will prevent any considerable result in this direction being 
attained. The Court of Criminal Appeal does not substitute the 
sentence which it would itself have inflicted, and only in this 
way, it would seem, can a true standard be set up, if, indeed, 
such a thing is possible. The court only interferes, according to 
Mr. Conen, when it is apparent that the judge at the trial has 
proceeded upon wrong principles, or has given undue weight to 
some of the facts proved in evidence. Sentences, it is likely, 
will always depend to some extent on the nature or opinions 
of the judge. In extreme cases the Home Secretary can inter- 
vene, and public opinion can do much. It can influence judges 
in the direction of the amelioration of sentences, and a truer 
perception of the relative gravity of different offences. But the 
responsibility must rest in general on judges and magistrates 
themselves, and those who appoint them. 


Advertisements for Claimants. 


WE PRINT elsewhere a letter raising a question as to the 
efficacy of the advertisements for claimants which are usually pub- 
lished under the orders of the Chancery Division. Occasionally, 
no doubt, they elicit some response, but it would be interesting to 
know in what proportion of cases they have this result. It may 
be surmised that they have become part of the official routine, 
not so much because they are usually effective as because, where 
information cannot be otherwise obtained, the failure to receive 
replies enables the master to make a certificate and so render dis- 
tribution of the estate possible. We are not sure, however, that 
our correspondents are right in assuming that the court relies solely 
upon advertisements, and probably it would be found that the 
master would, in suitable cases, be quite ready to avail himself of 
inquiries made through a colonial solicitor in the manner sug- 
gested by our correspondents. Whether it would be essential to 
— advertisements as well is another matter, and it might be 

ult to break through the established practice on this point. 
In a case where it was extremely improbable that good would 
result, and saving expense was important, it might possibly be 
done. Usually, however, the expense would not, we imagine, be 
80 t as to render this necessary. Of course, where executors 
wish to protect themselves, advertisements have a statutory 


Motor Traffic. 


A But called the Vehicles on Highways Bill, intended to deal 
with the difficulties which have arisen in consequence of the 
reckless use of the roads by motorists, has been introduced in 
the House of Lords by Lord Witiovensy pe Broke. It proposes 
three speed limits—ten miles an hour in or near rural villages 
or at dangerous places ; twenty miles an hour in or near towns; 
and thirty miles an hour in the open country; but the opinion 
of one witness only as to the rate of speed is not to be accepted. 
Drivers are also to be guilty of an offence if they drive recklessly, 
or negligently, or at a speed or in a manner dangerous to the 
public ; and races on highways are forbidden. The use of horns 
or other instruments so as to interfere with other persons on the 
highway is forbidden; vehicles capable of going at a rate 
exceeding ten miles an hour are to carry a speedometer; and 
an employer who is in the vehicle when an offence is committed 
is to be himself guilty of an offence. The Bill appears to contain 
some small concessions to the public in the hope that motorists 
may be allowed to continue the use of the roads which has in 
recent years proved so destructive to human life—especially to 
children. Just at present the Local Government Board seems 
to be waking up to some conception of its duties to the public, 
and to be imposing necessary speed limits in towns, and it is 
doubtful whether the Bill will be accepted as a satisfactory way 
of dealing with fast traffic on highroads. 


The Use of Supplemental Deeds. . 


Ir is not always remembered that the use of supplemental 
deeds has received statutory recognition by virtue of section 53 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. The enactment did not effect 
any pe in the law, but it has undoubtedly resulted in the 
general adoption of the principle of making one deed supplemental 
to another in suitable cases. Many practitioners have, however, 
gone further than this, and are in the habit of expressing one deed 
to be supplemental to another in cases in which subsequent incon- 
venience is not unlikely to be caused, and even in cases in which 
the practice isobviously inappropriate. As the main purpose of 
the use of supplemental deeds is brevity, and brevity only, it 
should in each case be considered whether the attainment of such 
object will outweigh the possible disadvantages. One of these is 
the danger of rendering the supplemental deed by itself unin- 
telligible, but the chief of them is the risk of the previous 
and supplemental deeds becoming separated and of the loss or 
destruction of the previous deed. 

A supplemental deed should, of course, never be used when 
there is any probability, or even possibility, of its rightly going 
into a different custody to that of the principal deed. Thus a 
reconveyance of part of the property mortgaged should not be 
made supplemental to the mortgage deed. In other cases it is 
inappropriate to use supplemental deeds by reason that the new 
deed stands essentially by itself and has no connection with the 
prior deed. Thus, on a transfer of mortgage where there is a 
fresh covenant for payment of principal and interest, and a new 
proviso for redemption, the transfer should not be made supple- 
mental to the original mortgage. The latter deed is in effect 
superseded and the transfer becomes the principal deed constitut- 
ing the transferee’s security. 

The various books of precedents furnish examples of the 
general use of supplemental deeds. They are most commonly 
used (1) in transactions relating to mortgages—namely, for 
transfers, reconveyances and surrenders, and further charges ; 
(2) in appointments of new trustees of a settlement and in 
appointments under a power given by a settlement. 

In addition to these they are recommended in various 
miscellaneous cases, as for a release by the cestuis que trust to the 
trustees of a settlement, a confirmation of a settlement on the 
coming of age of an infant settlor, an accession deed on the 
introduction of a new partner into a partnership firm. In all these 
cases, the practice is unobjectionable in the majority of instances, 
though there may be special circumstances obviating the 
advantages. There are a few other instances which will occur to 
most conveyancers, such as a supplemental trust deed for 
securing an issue of debentures, a supplemental disentailing 
assurance, and the frequent cases of a supplemental deed used for 
correcting a mistake or omission in a prior deed. 

There does not appear to have been any judicial decivion on the 
precise effect of section 53 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. The 
section provides that “adeed expressed to be supplemental to a pre- 
vious deed . . . shall, as far as may be, be read and have effect as 
if the deed so expressed . .. were made by way of endorse- 
ment on the previous deed or contained a full recital thereof.” It 
would appear, therefore, that a purchaser (including a mortgagee 
or lessee) has exactly the same constructive notice of the previous 
deed as if it had been recited, but not further or otherwise. He 
would be entitled, therefore, to assume that the previous deed was 
duly executed and stamped if it is dated before the date of the 
commencement of title, provided the statutory forty years’ title is 
shewn. Presumably also the supplemental deed becomes evidence 
as to the previous deed after the lapse of twenty years, though it is 
doubtful whether it can be of any practical use in this respect, 
except perhaps as to the date and parties and the nature of the 
evious deed, if the supplemental deed, as it should do, gives the 
tter information. Whatever the effect of the se¢tion may be, 
it at least saves the draftsman from the danger of inadequate 
recitals. All that should be recited of the previous deed if it were 
recited is implied in the supplemental deed. 

The use | the word “supplemental,” and the fact that ars 
mental deeds frequently take the place of an endorsed deed in 





cases in which, for some reason or other, it is not practicable or 
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convenient to engross the second deed on the previous one, sug- 
gest that it would be an advantage if practitioners made it a J 
to endorse a short memorandum of the supplemental deed on the 
previous deed. Just as the later deed gives notice of the earlier, 
so the earlier should on the face of it bear record to the fact of 
the execution of the later deed. The writer is not aware that 
this is often done, but he can see nothing but advantage to be 
ined from the practice. 

Although the previous remarks.are confined to deeds, they are 
mostly applicable to agreements and other documents under hand 
only. It will be observed, however, that section 53 of the Convey- 
ancing Act, 1881, only applies to deeds. It is suggested in Key 
& Elphinstone’s Precedents that there is no objection to making 
a deed, such as an appointment of new trustees, supplemental to 
awill. There would, however, appear to be two objections to 
this: (1) The probate of a will (which is accepted as evidence of 
its contents) is a document required for such a variety of purposes 
and on so many occasions that the chance of its being in different 
custody to that of the appointment of new trustees is very great, 
and the fact that no recital of the will is contained in the appoint- 
ment is likely to lead to inconvenience and to cause extra trouble. 
(2) It is submitted that the very name “ supplemental” is an 
objection. A will and a deed are so dissimilar in kind that it is 
inappropriate to speak of one being supplemental to the other. 
That this is generally felt is shewn by the fact that it is extremely 
rare to come across instances in which Key & Elphinstone’s 
suggestion has been followed. 








The Evidence Before the Land 


Transfer Commission. 
IL. 


At the end of our previous article we noticed the discussion before 
the Commission of the difficulties arising under registration in 
regard to further advances, and Mr. BRICKDALE’s suggestion that 
recourse to the register was necessary on the occasion of each 
advance. The subject was raised again on a subsequent day 
(Qn. 1318), and the registrar then gave the result of his further 
consideration of it. ‘1 think,” he said, “there is a way in which 
the lender can protect himself quite efficiently in that case, by 
taking and registering a charge for his main advance and further 
advances up to a certain amount, and also taking possession of the 
land certificate, and entering, in addition, a notice of deposit. 
That, in my opinion, would protect him for all advances, whether 
he made inquiry or search at the registry or not.” 

Considerable discussion took place as to the efficacy of the 
existing arrangements for protecting settlements of registered 
land. On a first registration, it is the duty of the registrar—as 
Mr. BRICKDALE stated (Qn. 283)—to see that the necessary restric- 
tions are placed on the register, but afterwards the duty of seeing 
that the protection is properly maintained “devolves upon other 
people outside.” This was a little qualified later (Qn. 396), as 
regards the death of the tenant for life, by reference to section 6 (4) 
of the Act of 1897, under which the duty of keeping up the regis- 
tration is then to a certain extent thrown on the registrar. But 
the evidence seems to have left it doubtful whether the system is 
really efficient. The policy is “that these matters should be left 
to families to settle among themselves wherever possible” (Qn. 426). 
Of course, under private conveyancing the deeds speak for them- 
selves and these difficulties do not arise. In this connection a 
discussion arose over the Land ‘Iransfer Rules, in particular rules 
187-189, which expand section 6 (4), and the Commission were 
evidently startled at the extent to which the rule-making power 
was carried by section 111 of the Act of 1875. “It almost seems 
@ e® :" Lord Faner, “that the rule is master of the Act 

n. 462). 

Mr. BRICKDALE stated in some detail the practice of the registry 
as to entering restrictive covenants, as to boundaries, and as to 
forms. Restrictive covenants may be entered on the register, but 
there is no guarantee that they are entered in the original words, 
and the registrar “translates” them for registration purposes 
(Qa. 628). “Nor does there seem to be any certainty as to restric- 


tive covenants being entered at all (Qn. 515). Moreover, if they 
are entered, the register does not shew who can release them 
(Qn. 309), though it ap that the registrar sometimes cancels 
restrictive covenants (Qn. 306, 307, 320, 321). There is power 
under section 84 of the Act of 1875 to modify them, but it appears 
to be a power that the court will not in practice exercise (Qn. 841). 
The general result of this somewhat scattered evidence seems to be 
that the register cannot be relied on to be a faithful record of 
restrictive covenants, and of the persons who are respectively 
subject to the burden and entitled to the benefit, and that the 
effect of a transfer may be to clear the land of the covenants to 
which it is subject. 

On the question of boundaries Mr. BRICKDALE referred at length 
to letters of the late Lord Davey to the Zimes in September, 1885, 
advocating the principle since adopted—namely, that the register 
shall not be conclusive. ‘“ We consider,” said Mr. BRICKDALE 
(Qn. 355), “that we now reproduce as nearly as possible the 
policy as to boundaries which obtains in legal conveyancing under 
the old system, which on the whole is considered to work well.’ 
As to forms, Mr. BRICKDALE was careful to emphasize the power 
which he possesses of accepting variations from tbe prescribed 
forms. “The practice is to allow any variation in the form that 
may be required, provided the principles of the Act as to the ex- 
clusion of trusts, and as to the non-reference to deeds off the regis- 
ter, are observed. Subject to those two rules, I think that no ob- 
jection on the point of form has ever been raised—at any rate, of 
late years—to an instrument presented for registration ” (Qn. 390). - 
And to the remark of Mr. Pexamcton—" But it makes the 
registrar the universal conveyancer "—the answer was :—“I can- 
not get out of that position altogether” (Qn. 392). The question 
of forms was discussed again on a subsequent day with reference 
to the permitted additions inserted in the form of transfer in Mr. 
BricKDALE’s book (Brickdale and Sheldon’s Land Transfer Acts, 
2nd ed., p. 586) ; useless additions, in his view, and only insertéd 
as a concession to the prejudices of conveyancers. But under 
questions from Mr. Gregory and Mr. PENNINGTON a different 
complexion was put on the matter, and Mr. BrickDALE had to 
admit that all the additicns were effective, though the covenants 
implied by “ beneficial owner” were only required in the case of 
possessory titles, and though some of the additions effected ow 4 
a temporary purpose. This series of questions (738-805) wi 
well repay perusal. 

To the question put by Lord ALDWYN, as to the 
advantages of registered absolute titles (Qn. 645), Mr. BRICK- 
DALE'S answer can be summarized as follows :—(1) An immediate 
contract can be made by an intending vendor without waiting 
to inquire into his title ; (2) the purchaser can accept an offer at 
once and no contract is necessary ; (3) facility for raising money 
on first and second mortgages ; (4) simplicity in dealing with 
settled property ; (5) professional help can be dispensed with ; (6) 
when such help is required, the costs are very much reduced ; (4) 
people can see what they are doing and there is no technicality ; 
and (8) there is a Government guarantee to purchasers from regis- 
tered proprietors (Qn. 645-671). Upon this summary it is not 
within the scope of the present article to comment. 

This closed the registrar’s description of the Land Transfer Act 
system as a “going concern” in full working order. In the course 
of his evidence up to this point, Mr. BrickDALt had gone through 
the provisions of the Acts, and explained the practical working of 
the system, and it will be understood that we have omitted many 
points that were raised. He next turned to what he described 
as the only real difficulty—“ how to establish registration in the 
first. instance” (Qn. 672)—and this led him into a review of 
registration in Australia and on the Continent, and also into an 
examination in detail of the recommendations of the Registra- 
tion of Title Commissioners of 1857. That Commission, indeed, 
fell into the error that a register of land might be as easy as a 
register of ships or of shares, and the t Commissioners 
appear to have at once noticed the error (Qn. 691-702). More- 
over, they were quick to see that the simplification of conveyancing 
which their predecessors of 1857 had in view has already been to 
a large extent achieved by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and 
kindred legislation, as well as by the efforts of the profession. For 
this we must refer to Mr, GREGORY'S questions (706-713) and Mr, 
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BRICKDALE’s answer's, And the great hindrance to further sim- 
plification is the Legislature: “If Parliament would allow con- 
veyancing counsel's suggestions to come into effect more quickly, 
that [the getting rid of technical words] could be done in a 
moment !—Yes” (Qn. 713). 

Mr. BRICKDALE explained that he was at first—as is well 
known—in favour of voluntary registration, but that he was led 
to change his opinion chiefly by the “hostile attitude of the legal 
profession” (Qu. 715), and this attitude he finds expressed in 
three —_ issued by the Law Society, one in 1906 and two in 
1907. Upon these papers he commented at length, seeking to 
controvert their statements and their criticisms of registration— 
in particular the statement that Lord Cairns abandoned registra- 
tion in favour of the simplification of private conveyancing 
effected by the Conveyancing Act, 1881. He also criticized the 
failure of solicitors to realize the advantages of absolute titles and 
to press them upon their clients (Qn. 873a) ; and objected that in 
various ways the Law Society had misrepresented the registration 
system. All this will be found in questions 715-912, but space 
forbids our going further into the matter, and it is really not 
material. The existing objections to registration, will be stated 
before the Commissioners, and they will doubtless be guided more 
by the actual evidence for and against registration, than by the 
criticisms of the registrar on the pamphlet war which preceded 
the inquiry. We doubt, also, whether the Commission would be 
impressed by Mr. BRICKDALE’S imaginary conversation between 
a solicitor and his client on the question of absolute titles, a con- 
versation which he described as the sort of thing that happened 
“because it is the view that solicitors perfectly sincerely and 
honestly hold about the whole thing” (Qn. 1050). 

In connection with the extension of registration Mr. BRICKDALE 
explained to the Commissioners the objects of the new rules and 
fee order under which he obtains the opportunity of investigating 
all titles, and of offering absolute titles for the same fees as 

ry. Headmits that on large transactions the new fees 
constitute a large increase. The increase was first suggested by 
vhe necessity of raising revenue for the office ; the change as to 
absolute titles was brought in as a concession in order to give 
some extra benefit in return for the increased charges (Qn. 1168). 
The effect of the evidence seems to be that the Land Registry 
Office has to some extent sacrificed the alleged cheapness of regis- 
tration as compared with private conveyancing (Qn. 1156-1178), 
and that, in the necessity for raising revenue, it absorbs, in the 
more important business, large sums, while it leaves the solicitor, 
who, in fact, must still be usually employed, and who has difficult 
inquiries to make, a small part of the total cost of the transaction 
(Qn. 319, 326, 1316). On the other hand, Mr. BrickpaLE 
pointed out that in small matters the registry fees were lower 
than the solicitor’s, and that the scale as a whole only enabled 
the registry to pay expenses and no more. 

We must defer for the present Mr. BrICKDALE’s suggestions for 
the spread of compulsory registration over the whole country, 
but it may be useful to notice that this is the object at which 
he aims, the registration to be done in the first instance at the 
public expense, and quite apart from transactions of sale (Qn. 
1342). Meanwhile he recognizes that legislative changes are 
slow, and it may be impossible to get Parliament to interfere 
with the initiative given to county councils by section 20 of the 
Act of 1897. Hitherto none of these bodies have asked for a com- 
— order, and Mr. BRICKDALE stated quite plainly to the 

ission that he looked to their report to alter this reluctance. 
In other words, he asked the Commission to give him something 
with which his friends who are in favour of registration might go to 
their several county councils, and get them to apply for compul- 
sory orders (Qn. 1278). This is 2 more modest request than 
universal and immediate compulsory registration, but a perusal 
of the ply of question and answer between the Commissioners 
and . BrickpaLe does not indicate that the report 
will necessarily take this form. At the same time, we do not 
wish to represent that the Commissioners were not impressed with 
Mr. Brickpate’s case. The evidence shews that on some points 
he carried them with him: See, for instance, question 871, on the 
alleged case of a land society refusing to proceed with a proposed 
purchase because the title was registered asabsolute and would cause 





difficulty on re-sale. “I cannot see myself,” said Mr. BUCKMASTRR, 
“how the purchaser [under the society | could have gained anything 
but great advantage from the system.” Against this may be set 
off the registrar's admission that the registry form may, on 


occasion, involve a layman in risk (Qn. 838, 1095), and Mr, - 


GREGORY'S pertinent question on the complications of the Acts: 
“You cannot possibly be aware of the time that unfortunate 
conveyancers in Linco!n’s-inn spend in trying to make out what 
on earth the Acts do mean in certain respects !”—‘ I am afraid 
not” (Qn. 1332). 

(To be continued.) 








Reviews. 


The Constitutions of the Over-sea Dominions, 


RESPONSIBLE GOVERNMENT IN THE Dominions. By ARTHUR 
BERRIEDALE Kerry. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

This book, though only some 300 pages in length, is a most 
workmanlike account of the constitutions of most of the over-sea 
dominions. Professing to confine himself to “responsible 
government ” dominions, the author incidentally gives us a good 
deal of information about Colonial, or, to adopt the new and 
better word, “ over-sea”’ constitutions generally. The book is well 
up to date, important cases and statistics of 1908 being cited— 
even the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, is referred to (p. 
284) as being likely to bring about uniformity in company law 
throughout the Empire. The dry deserts of Parliamentary papers 
and the jungles of local newspapers seem to have been well ex- 
plored. As might have been expected from the author’s position, 
the Imperial or home view of some debateable matters is taken, 
rather than the over-sea view. Thus, in the burning question of 
the proper construction of the Australian Constitution, raised by 
Webb v. Outrim, the author evidently leans to the opinions held 
by the Judicial Committee as against those of the High Court 
of Australia (pp. 166-168). On p. 166 one ground of distinction 
between the American and Australian constitutions—the ease 
with which the latter can, if necessary, be altered by Imperial 
enactment—is stated in a way that was hardly brought out in the 
judgment of the Judicial Committee. On p. 270 there is an 
excellent criticism of the clumsy procedure of first asking leave 
to appeal from an over-sea court to the Privy Council, and then 
formally appealing. One or two improvements in any future 
edition may be suggested. Tables of cases and statistics would be 
helpful. On p. 103 there is a curious misprint—“ bicameral” 
for “elected.” The meaning of some of the abbreviations in re- 
ferences is obscure ; see, for instance, the footnote to p. 188. 





Taxes and the Public Revenue. 


Tue Kine’s REVENUE: BEING 4 HANDBOOK TO THE TAXES AND THE 
Pustic Revenve. By W. M. J. Wittiams. P. S. King & 
Son. 

This small book is neither writien by a lawyer nor expressly 
for lawyers. Incidentally many lawyers will find it 
useful, as it gathers together in one volume information regard- 
ing stamp duties, death duties, income tax, land tax, and 
licence duties. The book is, however, intended more for the 
politician and public man generally. The various sources of the 
Public Revenue of the United Kingdom are stated, with references 
to all necessary Acts of Parliament, a history of each tax is given, 
tables showing the yield of each tax for the past twelve years, 
and the present rate of each tax. The divisions of the subject 
matter are: Customs duties, Excise duties, Taxes (including 
licence, stamp, and death duties, land tax, inhabited house 
duty, and income tax), and “ Non-Tax Revenue ”—Post Office, 
Crown Lands, Suez Canal Shares, etc. Something like 350 Acts 
of Parliament are referred to, from 52 Henry 3, c. 5 (Oustoms 
Duty on Wool) to 8 Edw. 7, c. 16 (Finance Act, 1908). The 
information under the heads of Customs and Excise includes 
detailed lists of dutiable articles and the duty upon them. Aillto- 
gether a most useful publication for all taxpayers, especially at 
the present time. 





Local Taxation Licences. 


Taz LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO THE DutTIES ON THE 
Loca, Taxation LICENCES TRANSFERRED TO County Councils 
IN ENGLAND AND WALES, AS FROM THE IsT OF JANUARY, 1909, 
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 6 OF THE I’INANCE Act, 1908 
AND AN ORDER IN COUNCIL ISSUED THEREUNDLR. TOGETHER WITH 
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gue CIRCULAR OF THE LocaL GoveRNMENT Boarp. By Sir 

Natnanie. J. Hicumore, Barrister-at-Law, Solicitor for his 

Majesty's Customs. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Under section 6 of the Finance Act, 1908, and the Order in 
Council issued thereunder, the collection of duties upon certain 
licences has been transferred to county councils, and they and their 
officers have to exercise in respect of these licences the powers 
hitherto belonging to the Inland Revenue. The present work has 
been compiled with the object of affording guidance as to the exist- 
ing law and practice in regard to the transferred licences—namely, 
armorial bearings, carriages and male servants, dogs, game, and 
guns. The book contains the relevant parts of the statutes dealing 
with these matters—the Revenue Act, 1869, and other Acts—with the 
decided cases. and also such other practical information as the 
authorities and officers concerned are likely to require. If will prove 
useful to them in the performance of their new duties. 





Documents for Registration. 


PracTicaL SUGGESTIONS ON THE PREPARATION OF DEEDS AND OTHER 
DocUMENTS FOR REGISTRATION AT THE Various Pustic OFFICES ; 
with Forms anp Tastes oF Fees. By Cuartes H. Picken. 
Fovrtn Epitrion. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


This is a most useful compendium of information on eighteen 
different classes of registration, search, etc. It is entirely of a 
practical nature, and only the most relevant Acts of Parliament 
are specifically referred to. The substance of enactments relating 
to registration of bills of sale, land charges, etc., is, however given 
with great clearness and, apparently, complete accuracy. Solici- 
tors’ clerks should find the book invaluable. Among the items of 
information will be found detailed the steps necessary for securing 
passports, for enrolling a deed on change of name, etc. These 
matters are not referred to in most books of practice. Full in- 
formation is also given as to the various documents to be filed 
under the Companies Acts. 


Books of the Week. 


Company Law: a Practical Handbook for Lawyers and Business 
Men, with an Appendix containing the Companies (Consolidation) 
Act, 1908, and other Acts and Rules. By Sir Francis Beaurort 
Parmer, Bencher of the Inner Temple. Sixth Edition. Stevens «& 
Sons (Limited). 

Gibson and Weldon’s Student’s Criminal and Magisterial Law. 
Written specially for Candidates for the Final and Honours Examina- 
tions of the Law Society. By the Authors and A. Ciirrorp Foun- 
TAINE. Fifth Edition. The “ Law Notes” Publishing Office. 

The Law of War between Belligerents: a History and Commen- 
tary. By Percy Borpweti, Ph.D., LL.B. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

A Practical Guide to the Law of Agricultural Holdings, including 
the Text of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, with Notes thereon, 
and a Form of Farm Tenancy Agreement. By J. W. Stanton, M.A., 
Solicitor Horace Cox. 











Correspondence. 


H.M. Territorial Forces. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—The President directs me to send you copy correspondence 
which has passed between Colonel Sutherland Harris and himself on 
the subject of solicitors’ clerks serving in H.M. Territorial Forces, 
and to ask if you will be so good as to give publicity in your paper 
to the two letters of which F append copies on the following page. 
8. P. B. Bucknr1t, Assistant Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C, March 12. 


The following is the copy correspondence referred to :— 
25th February, 1909. 
To the Secre » The Law Society, 

Deir Sir, —I am writing as officer commanding this Territorial 
Battalion, and also as a member of the Law Society, to inquire whether 
the Council can see their way to making an appeal to the members to 
allow an additional week’s holiday at full pay to any of their clerks who 
may join the Territorial Force? A very great number of employers in 
London are doing so, and I know cases of firms of solicitors who are 
adopting this course ; but I venture to think that there are a t many 
more who would be willing to give this encouragement if the Council 
were to make a general appeal to them to this end, Commanding as | 
do a Battalion which contains a considerable proportion of clerks in 
solicitors’ offices, I am quite sure that the adoption by solicitors of this 
suggestion would materially aid recruiting ; pe as it is notorious that in 
the days of the Volunteer Force solicitors provided more offers than any 
other profession, I venture to think that they only have to have the 
matter brought before them to make them willing to give every encour: 





agement to the Territorial Force. I trust you will be willing to bring this 
matter before the Council, and if I can be of any assitance to them in 
the matter I shall be happy to attend to give them any explanation of the 
terms of service they may desire.—Yours faithfully, 
A. SUTHERLAND-HARRIs, 
Lieut. -Colonel, Commanding 13th (Kensington) 
Battalion, the London Regt.” 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 
8th March, 1909. 

DEAR Srr,—I am requested by the Council of the Law Society to 
inform you that the question of solicitors encouraging their employees to 
join the Territorial Force, as raised in your letter to Mr. Wilharmeon of 
the 25th February, has been under their consideration. The Council feel 
that this is a matter which must be for the decision of each individual 
solicitor with regard to his own employees. As however you su 
that it would be advantageous to the members of the Society to asad 
what action the Council consider desirable in this important matter, I 
beg to say that the Council are of opinion that, where it can be arranged, 
members of solicitors’ staffs, who are members of the Territorial Force, 
should be allowed an extra week’s holiday each year on full pay, on 
condition that they serve for fifteen days in camp. Further, that in 
considering arrangements for the hclidays of a solicitor’s staff, preference 
dur‘ng the training season should be given to memters of the staff who 
belong to the Territorial Force. The Council iy a to publish the 
effect of this letter in the Society’s Gazette and other legal rs.—Yours 
faithfully, JAMES 8. BEALE, ident. 

A. Sutherland-Harris, Esq., 

6, St. Helen’s-place, E.C. 





Advertisements for Claimants in the Chancery 
Division. 
[To the Editor oy the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 

Sir,— Having lately been engaged in a Chancery action in which it 
was necessary to trace certain persons, possible claimants, who had 
emigrated many years ago to one of the Australian colonies, our 
Australian agent drew our attention to the comparative inefficiency, 
coupled with the expense, of the ordinary advertisement for claimants, 
and we think the substance of his remarks is of sufficient interest 
for reproduction in your columns. Though primarily oa to 
Australia, the conditions are doubtless similar in most of the British 
colonies, and in our correspondent’s view there are several ways in 
which if the profession in this country were to institute inquiries 
through colonial solicitors, much time and money might be saved. 

A few of the methods mentioned are :— 

1. A search of the Commonwealth or State Electoral Rolls. 
Owing to the prevalence of adult suffrage (in some cases for both 
sexes), there are few adults who are not on an existing electoral roll 
or some prior roll. 

2. A general search at the office of the Registrar of Births, Deaths, 
and Marriages. 

3. Enquiries through the police or Salvation Army. 

The police are charged with | the duty of checking the Electoral Rolls 
and visit every house for the purpose. 

4. A search in local directories, 

All these methods are much facilitated by the fact that, though 
the area of the colony may be large, the population is comparatively 
small. 

There is the objection that these methods will not reach persong 
who, for reasons best known to themselves, choose to adopt an alias. 
In any event such persons are very diffident about answering adver- 
tisements however much they are brought to their attention. 

The main reason for the inefliciency of advertisements arises from 
the conditions of colonial life before adverted to. : ‘ 

The population is exceedingly scattered, and the papers in which 
advertisements are ordered are usually those of large towns on the 
outer fringe of the country, and there isa large population who never 
see them, and perhaps have never heard of them. In addition there 
is a certain class of advertiser in colonial papers who decline to 
reveal the reason for the advertisement unless promised a large share 
in whatever there may be for the person advertised for. — 

This naturally makes people shy of answering advertisements for 
claimants. T. & D. 

London, March 11. : 

[See observations under head of “Current Topics.”—En. S./.]. 


“Signed, Sealed, and Delivered.” 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—A little while ago I had to attend before a local British 
Consul to make an affidavit of an unusual character—anyway, not 
within my previous experience of some five and forty years, 

The executor of A. commenced a suit against the executor of B. 
to recover something under a deed executed by B. in the early 
seventies, and for some reason or other the Court ordered the 
execution of the deed to be formally proved. It so happened that 
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I was the attesting witness, but it was difficult for me after the 
lapse of such a long period to say more than that my signature 
was my own and that I must therefore have seen B., the testator, 
sign. 

But when it came to the oath that I saw B. “duly” sign, seal, 
and deliver, I was a little uncertain (and I am now) as to what 
“duly” really means. In the days of my articles, and since, I 
have interestedly watched the varying directions given by mem- 
bers of the craft (from which I have, except as to special business, 
long since retired) to make a layman understand what he is doing, 
some of such directions reading almost like a death warrant, but 
T myself coniend (assuming, of course, bona-fides) that any person 
who signs his name to a document opposite a seal and hands the 
document back (without a word or gesture) to the witness to 
formally perfect “duly” signs, seals, and delivers. Am I right? 

Francis K. Monton. 
Switzerland, March 11. 


[We think our esteemed correspondent may dismiss his doubts. 
Delivery of a deed may be effected without words by the act or 
conduct of the party, from which it can be inferred that he in- 
tended to deliver the deed as an instrument binding on him: Co. 
Litt. 36a, 49b ; Zhoroughqood’s case (9 Rep. 136a). “No particular 
technical form of words or acts is necessary to render an in- 
strument the deed of the party sealing it. The mere affixing of the 
seal does not render it a deed ; but as soon as there are acts or 
words sufficient to shew that it is intended by the party to be 
executed as his deed presently binding on him, it is sufficient. 
The most apt and expressive mode of indicating such an intention 
is to hand it over, saying: ‘I deliver this as my deed’; but any 
other words or acts that sufficiently show that it was intended to 
be finally executed will do as well”: Blackburn, J., in Xenos vy. 
Wickham (L. R. 2 H. L., at p. 312).—Ep. S.J.] 





Land Transfer Advertisements. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—Is it not contrary to the declared intention and alleged safety 
of the Land Transfer Acts that in advertisements of applications for 
registration with absolute or good leasehold title, the title number 
should be given in each case? The applicant’s name must, of course. 
be stated, but the name and. title number enable anyone to inspect the 
register, or to authorize anyone else to do so, and the privacy of the 
register seems thus to be to a great extentimaginary. The registered 
proprietor and his chargees seem to be at the mercy of anyone who 
chooses to personate the proprietor. RussELL & Sons. 

59, Coleman-street, E.C., March 12. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


GINGELL, SON, & FOSKETT (LIM.) v. STEPNEY BOROUGH COUNCIL 
12th and 15th March. 


Market— Market 1n Streets—Market WitHout Metres anp Bounps— 
New Hicuways—Sratutory Depication—2 Geo. 3, c. 15-3 & 4 
Vicr. c. 70, s. 20—Wuirecnaret Improvement Acr, 1853, s. 46— 
WHirtecHareL AND Hotsorn Improvement Act, 1865, s. 16 


Held, that the right to hold the market extended to holding it in the 
streets, and that the dedication of them as highways must be taken to 
be subject to the user of them for the purposes of the market. 

Decision of the Court of Appeal (reported 1908, 1 K. B. 115) affirmed. 


Appeal by the defendant borough council from a decision of the 
Court of Appeal (Vaughan Williams and Buckley, L.JJ., Moulton, 
L.J., dissenting) affirming in substance an order of Swinfen Eady. J. 
The plaintiffs were salesmen in the Whitechapel Straw and Hay Mar- 
ket, and the action was brought in consequence of disputes which had 
arisen between the salesmen and the Council as to the right of the 
former to cause carts and waggons in connection with the market to 
stand in Leman-street, Commercial-street, and Commercial-road, all 
three streets being new streets made under statutory powers and 
adjoined the High-street, Whitechapel. The market had from time 
immemorial been held in Whitechapel, and the right to hold it was not 
disputed, nor was it disputed that the market was a market without 
metes and bounds; but it was contended by the borough council that 
the franchise was now confined to the High-street, because there was 
no franchise exercisable by the salemen in the new street#, v h ch must 
be deemed to have been dedicated to the public free of such franchise. 
They contended also that under the Acts in question giving them power 
to regulate the standing of carts in the market, the salesmen could 
only stand in the High-street or adjoining streets under directions given 
them by the appellants’ surveyor of pavements. The Court of Appeal 
held that the statutory dedication of the new part of Commercial-road 
and of the other new streets adjoining High-street must be taken to 
be a dedication subject to a right to hold the market therein, and that 











the salesmen attending the market were consequently entitled ag 
formerly when there was not sufficient room for the market carts jy 
High-street, subject to and in accordance with directions given the 
local authority by the Act of 1853 to place their waggons in the streets 
adjoining High-street, including Commercial-road and the other streets 
formed under statutory powers. The borough council appealed ang 
contended that the new streets could not be used by salesmen ag of 
right for the purposes of the market at all. Carts could only stand 
there at times when the High-street was full and the council’s surveyor 
had given directions authorizing carts to stand there. Without calling 
on the respondents, 

Lord Lorgsurn, C., moved that the appeal should be dismissed. He 
~ with the majority of the Court of Appeal that it was the right 
of every salesman to be in Commercial-road or the adjoining streets 
subject to orders of the proper authority when the High-street wag 
full. He was unable to see that there was any practical difference 
between what was contended for by the appellants and the declaration 
made by the Court of Appeal in view of the fact that the respondents 
did not dispute that their right to sell in the streets adjoining the High- 
street when that street was full was subject to the direction of the local 
authority. 

The Earl of Hatspury and Lords AsHBoURNE and MACNAGHTEN con- 
curred. Appeal dismissed with costs.—CounseL, Macmorran, K.C., 
Courthope Munro, and S. G. Turner, for the appellants; A vory, K.C., 
Frampton, and Woodgate, for the respondents. Soxicrrors, George 
Slade; Baddeleys & Co. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


EBBERN v. FOWLER. No. 2. 11th March. 


SETTLEMENT—Girt TO ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN—ILLEGITIMATE CHILD 
EN VENTRE Si MERE. 

A settlement was made by a mother providing for the children of a 
daughter who had gone through the ceremony of marriage with her 
deceased sister's husband. Three weeks after the settlement 1 child 
was born to the daughter. 

Held that the child took under the settlement. 

Re Shaw, Robinson v. Shaw (1892, 2 Ch. 573) overruled. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. By a settlement 
dated the 1st of July, 1879, between T. Ebbern and E. M. Ebbern his 
wife of the one part, and E. M. Ebbern, Rosetta Ebbern, and the 
defendants J. G. W. Fowler and M. A. Fowler his wife of the 
other part, certain stocks were directed to be held in trust for the 
benefit of E. M. Ebbern and T. Ebbern during their respective lives, 
part upon certain trusts for the benefit of R. Ebbern during her life 
and, after her death, of any husband she might marry during his 
life, if she should so appoint by will, and subject thereto upon certain 
trusts for the children of R. Ebbern, and as to one other equal third 
part upon similar trusts for the defendants J. G. W. Fowler and 
M. A. Fowler his wife, and their children, and as to the remainin 
equal third part upon trust to pay the income thereof to Elizabet 
Kinder, therein referred to as the daughter of E. M. Ebbern and the 
wife of J. Kinder, during her life, and after her death in trust for 
the child, if only one, or for the children, if more than one, of 
E. Kinder, who being a son or sons should attain the age of twenty- 
one years, or being a daughter or daughters should attain that age or 
should marry under that age, and if more than one in equal shares. 
The settlement contained a provision that if any of them, R. Epbern, 
the defendant M. A. Fowler and E. Kinder (who were daughters of 
T. Ebbern and E. M. Ebbern), should die without having any child or 
children who should live to attain a vested interest in the trust 
premises, the share of such of them so dying should be held upon 
the same trusts for the other, or others of them, and their children 
as were declared concerning their original shares. And it was further 
declared that Francis Ebbern, a son of E. Kinder, born before her 
marriage with J. Kinder, should, for the purpose of taking an interest 
under the trusts by the settlement declared, be consiaered as the 
legitimate child of E. Kinder. R. Ebbern married, and died on the 
23rd of November, 1887, intestate and without issue. At the date of 
the settlement, E. Kinder had for some time been cohabiting with 
J. Kinder, who had been the husband of a deceased sister of E. Kinder, 
and, on the 3lst of October, 1878, she went through the ceremony of 
marriage with J. Kinder, and continued to live with him as his wife, 
or reputed wife, until his death in 1887. E. Kinder had issue by 
J. Kinder, Francis Ebbern, who died under the age of twenty-one; 
the plaintiff, J. E. Ebbern, who was born on the 23rd of July, 1879; 
and Gilbert Ebbern, who was born after the plaintiff, and died under 
the age of twenty-one years. E. Kinder was ngver married, exc2pt to 
J. Kinder, and she died on the 21st of September, 1903. FE. M. Ebbern 
died on the 28th of April, 1907, her husband, T. Ebbern, baving 
predeceased her. Shortly after the death of E. M. Ebbern, the plainti 
put forward his claim to a half share of the settled property. On the 
31st of July, 1907, an order was made directing the transfer into court 
of one-half of the stock settled, and this was done. The plaintid 
claimed a declaration that, upon the true construction of the settlement, 
and in the events which had happened, he was entitled to the sum of 
£1,560 1s. 2d. India Three and a Half per Cent. Stock, which had been 
so transferred into court. Joyce, J., held that he was bound by the 
decision of North, J., in Re Shaw, Robinson v, Shaw (1894, 2 Ch. 578), 
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to hold that the plaintiff took no benefit under the settlement. The 
plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FriercnHer Moviton and 
Bucxtey, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This is in form an appeal from a decision of 
Joyce, J., but I think it is more accurate in substance to say that it 
js an appeal from the decision of North, J., in He Shaw (supra), which 
Joyce, J., thought himself bound to follow, leaving it to the Court 
of Appeal to deal with the case as they might think fit. [His 
lordship then discussed the settlement and said that for the 
purposes of a case of this kind there was no distinction between a deed 
and a will, and that on the terms of the settlement the case was 
indistinguishable from Hill v. Crook (L. R. 6 H. L. 265), and con- 
tinued :} So far, I have considered the case apart from North, J.’s 
decision, with which I must deal shortly. In that case. Shaw went 
through the ceremony of marriage with his aunt in 1843. Subsequently, 
in 1844, there was a settlement in favour of ‘‘ the child, children, or 
grandchildren, of all, or any one, or more, of the children or other 
issue of the said Wm. Shaw and Emma his wife.’’ There were ten 
children, one of whom was born a month after the date of the settle- 
ment, and nine were born subsequently. The question was whether the 
one child could take, and the learned judge says this : ‘‘ That is clearly 
intended as a provision for illegitimate children subsequently to be 
born to an extent that cannot wholly take effect: it was not the 
intention to give the whole to the first; but it is said that the legal 
effect was to give the whole to the first. I am of opinion that such is 
not the legal effect. No doubt there was a child then begotten in 
favour of whom a settlement might have been made, if proper and apt 
words had been used ; if the settlement had referred to a child already 
begotten and not born, for example, that might have been sufficient. 
I do not find a trace of anything indicating a reference to that child 
otherwise than as one of a class.’’ In my opinion that is really incon- 
sistent with the decision in Hill v. Crook. In Hill v. Crook the gift 
was a class gift. It was a gift to existing and future illegitimate 
children of the testator’s daughter, as she might appoint. The power 
was exercised in favour of four children, two of whom were born at 
the date of the testator’s will. The House of Lords upheld the decision 
of the Court of Appeal, who had overruled a demurrer which had 
declared that the two children born at the date of the testator’s death 
could not take. As regards the two other children, one of whom was 
en ventre sa mére at the date of the testator’s death, the case was left 
open by the House of Lords, and came before Hall, V.C. (Crook v. Hill, 
3 Ch. D. 773), who held that the child en ventre sa mére took, but 
that the subsequently born child could not take on grounds of public 
policy. That is a decision that, although there was a gift to four persons, 
one of whom could not take, the three of them who could take took the 
whole. With the greatest respect to North, J., I think that the view 
he took in Re Shaw was inconsistent with the law as laid down by the 
highest authority and ought not to be followed. The appeal, therefore, 
must be allowed. 

FretcHerR Moviton and Bucxiey, L.JJ., also delivered judgments 
allowing the appeal.—Counset, for appellant, Hughes, K.C., and 
Harman; for respondents, Church; H. E. Wright. Soxrcrrors, for 
appellant, 2. W. Reeves, for Sedgwick, Turner, Oddie, & Sworder, 
Watford; Church, Adams, d& Prior, for Matthew Arnold, Watford ; 
Edward J. H. Carter. 

[Reported by J. I. Srrriine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MAYOR OF WESTMINSTER v. RECTOR AND CHURCHWARDENS OF 
8T. GEORGE’S, HANOVER SQUARE. No. 2. 5th March. 


Burtt GRouNpD—UNcoNnsECRATED GRouND—CLOosEeD By ORDER IN 
Councizx—VeEstepD IN Rector AND CHURCHWARDENS—RIGHT TO 
ApMINIsTeR INComME—PaARISH—VESTRY—BorovuGcnH Councit—CxuRCH 
Property—Buru Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 81), s. 24—Lonpon 
GOVERNMENT Acr, 1899 (62 & 63 Vicr. c. 14), ss. 4, 23. 


Where ground originally purchased for the purposes of a cemetery, 
but never consecrated, is vested in the rector and churchwardens of a 
parish, but the income derived from any lease thereof is by the Burial 
Act, 1857, s. 24, to be applied for the purposes of the parish as the 
vestry may direct, this power of the vestry is not a power relating to the 
affairs of the church within section 23 of the London Government Act, 

, and is consequently transferred to the borough council under 
section 4 of the last-mentioned Act. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Warrington, J. (reported 1908, 
2 Ch. 600). _ The parish of St. George, Hanover-square, was constituted 
under the joint operation of three statutes of the years 9 Anne, 10 
Anne, and 6 Geo. 1 respectively, which were passed with the object of 
providing for the building of a number of new churches in and about 
the metropolis. The affairs of the parish were, under the Acts, 
governed by a select vestry constituted by an order of the commissioners 
appointed by the Acts. The rector and churchwardens were members 
of the vestry until the year 1855. The rector was ex-officio chairman of 
the vestry until the office of chairman became elective under the Local 
Government Act, 1894, and remained chairman by election until the 
abolition of vestries under the London Government Act, 1899. In 1757 
the attention of the vestry was drawn to the fact that the old 
urial-ground of the parish of St. George had become overcrowded and 
that it was necessary to acquire additional ground for the purpose of 
burials, The result was the acquisition of a piece of ground, being 
of Tyburn-field, five acres in extent, which formed part of the property 
of the Bishop of London and was available for the purpose, and a 








private Act of Parliament, 3 Geo. 3, c. 50, intituled an Act for vesting 
certain parcels of land in Paddington, in the county of Middlesex, in 
the rector and churchwardens of the parish of St. Gesege, Hanover- 
square, in the said county, and appropriating the same for a burial- 
ground for the said parish, was obtained. Shortly afterwards the 
vestry proceeded to build upon part of the land a chapel. The vestry 
also proceeded to enclose the ter portion of the land for the pur- 
poses of burial. The cochoenl anneal was consecrated in 1765, but 
the southern portion of the land remained unconsecrated. In 1767 and 
1768 the rector and churchwardens, acting under the direction of the 
vestry, granted bnilding leases for ninety-nine Feng of the plots lying 
east and west of the forecourt of the chapel. The ground-rents of the 
leases amounted to £30 a year. From 1768 to 1 the rents were 
received by the churchwardens, and were accounted for by them in 
their accounts, with other sums received by them, as part of the revenues 
of the church—e.g., pew rents, offertories, and such like. The vest 
obtained the consecration of the chapel forecourt on the 7th of April, 
1816. In 1854 the burial ground was closed by Order of Council pur- 
suant to the Burial Act, 1852, and a burial board was constituted for 
the ye a new burial-ground being obtained. From 1854 to 1865 
the £30 ground-rent was paid to, and received by, the burial board. 
Section 24 of the Burial Act, 1857, provides, with regard to certain 
unconsecrated ground vested in trustees for the purpose of burial, that 
it might be let, and the net rents applied by the trustees for the benefit 
of the parish. In 1865 the leases granted by the rector and church- 
wardens fell in, and the rector and churchwardens, under the direction 
of the vestry, granted new leases for twenty-one years at rents amount- 
ing to something over £2,000 a year. The rents were collected by the 
clerk of the vestry, and were applied as part of the general revenues of 
the parish. The leases of 1865, which, though made under the direction 
of the vestry, were not made with the consents required by the Act of 
1857, fell in in 1886, whereupon new leases, with the consents required, 
were granted. In or about 1900 the then existing houses were pulled 
down, and fresh leases were granted by the rector —_ churchwardens, act- 
ing under the direétion of the vestry, and, after the coming into operation 
of the Act of 1899, of the city council. The transfer under the Act of 
the vestry’s powers and property to the city council took place in 1900, 
and shortly after that time the questions which gave rise to the present 
action began. The rents had since been kept in medio. During the 
period to which the matters above mentioned related the poy had 
been managed by the vestry, documents being signed by the rector and 
churchwardens as the legal owners of the land, but, except so far as 
the rector and churchwardens were acting as members of the vestry, the 
rector and churchwardens took no part in the management. Warrington, 
J., came to the conclusion that the houses in question came within 
section 24 of the Act of 1857; that the word “ parish”’ in that section 
meant not the ecclesiastical, but the civil parish, as defined by the 
Burial Act, 1852, and that this power of the vestry to direct the applica- 
tion of the rents was not a power relating to the affairs of the church 
within section 23 of the Act of 1899, but had to the council 
under section 4, although but for section 24 of the Act of 1857 his 
lordship would have held that the land must be treated as a whole, and 
that the powers did relate to the affairs of the church. The order as 
finally settled provided that the money, after payment of incumbrances, 
should be applied in such manner for the benefit of the ish of St. 
George, Hanover-square, as the same existed at the date of the passing 
of the Burial Act of 1857, and subject to any modifications from time to 
time made by or under any statute as to such area as the plaintiffs— 
being the successors of the old vestry—should direct, with liberty to 
apply as to incumbrances. The defendants appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Frercuer Movtrton, L.J., 
Bucktey, L.J., dissenting) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., stated the facts and continued : It may well 
be that if these houses had been taken by a railway company, under 
statutory powers, either before or after the Act of 1857, the purchase 
money would have been applied for purposes of an ecclesiastical nature, 
similar, as far as possible, to those affecting the cemetery. I assume 
this in favour of the appellants, without deciding it. But in my opinion 
section 24 deliberately altered this. The earlier words in the section 
clearly apply to the property in question in this action. Leases have 
been granted with the requisite consent purporting to be under the 
powers conferred by that section, and in my opinion Parliament enacted 
that, where a cemetery of this peculiar character, intended and provided 
for the purpose of burial of the inhabitants of a parish, had a portion 
unconsecrated and unused, it should be competent to the vestry to 
direct the application of the residue of the moneys in any way pee | 
might think fit, whether secular or ecclesiastical, for the benefit of su 
parish, which means, of course, of the inhabitants of the parish. I 
decline to limit these words in an ba, Pood to hamper the full discretion 
of the vestry. If, therefore, nothing ppened after 1857, I think the 
vestry could have claimed to direct the application of the residue of the 
money. But the London Government Act, 1899, abolished the vestry, 
and by section 4 all their powers and duties, including those under any 
local Act, are transferred to the borough council, and that council are 
made their successors. It seems to me plain that this section covers the 
present case, unless section 23 (1) excludes it. The material words in 
section 23 are : ‘‘ Nothing in this Act shall transfer to a bo council 
any powers or duties of a vestry which relate to the affairs of the church 
or any interest of a vestry in any church Lye ge In oo, the 
power conferred by section 24 of the Act of 1857 upon vestry was 
not a power which related to the affairs of the church. I see nothing to 
limit the operation of section 4, In my opinion the judgment of War- 
rington, J., was correct, and this appeal must be dismissed. 
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Frercner Movutron, L.J., also read a judgment dismissing the appeal. 

Bucxtey, L.J., read a judgment, in the course of which he said 
that he did not agree with Warrington, J., that the power of the vestry 
to direct the application of the proceeds of the unconsecrated land was | 
not a power relating to the affairs of the church. He thought that ifa | 
part of the unconsecrated ground had been taken under compulsory 
powers the income from the resulting funds would have gone for 
ecclesiastical purposes, and in the absence of some provision in section 
24 to the contrary, the same was true of proceeds of sale or letting under 
the Act. If the judgment under appeal was right, the trustees in 
whom the power to sell or let resided were ecclesiastical persons, and 
the vestry which had to direct the application of the proceeds was the 
borough council. The churchwardens, as ecclesiastical persons, re- 
mained under the statute of 3 Geo. 3 liable for the reserved rents, but 
the proceeds of leases and sales made by the rector and churchwardens 
went as a body, which was not an ecclesiastical body, directed. His 
lordship could not think that, in the absence of any words in the 
relevant Acts apt for this purpose, anything in the Act of 1857 led to 
this result. If the land was originally vested in the rector and church- 
wardens as ecclesiastical persons, as the result of a purchase with 
ecclesiastical funds, with an obligation to the churchwardens to pay the 
reserved rents, and charge them in their accounts relating to the 
revenues of the church, it followed that the ‘‘ vestry’ in section 24 of 
the Act of 1857 was not the borough council. His lordship was of 
opinion that the power created by section 24 of the Act of 1857 was not 
a power to alter the destination to which, but for that section, the 
funds would have gone. The power of the vestry under section 24 was 
a power relating to the affairs of the church, and consequently did not 
pass by transfer to the borough council. The appeal, therefore, ought 
to succeed, but as the majority of the court were of the opposite 
opinion it must be dismissed.—Counsex, for appellants, Danckwerts, 
RC. Cave, K.C., and Errington; for respondents, Upjohn, K.C., 
Brooke Little, and Gover. Soricrrors, Capron & Co.; Allen & Son. 

[Reported by J. I. Stretine, Barrister-at-Law.] 








High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. ANGLO-ARGENTINE TRAMWAYS CO. (LIM): 


Channell, J. 16th Feb. 


Revenve—Sramp Dury—Company—INCREASE OF REGISTERED CAPITAL— 
AvtTHoRIzeD Capitat—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 39), s. 112— 
Frnance Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vicr. c. 9), s. 7—Revenve Act, 1903 
(3 Ep. 7, c. 46), s. 5. 








A limited company passed a resolution authorizing the directors to 
increase the capital of the company by an amount not exceeding 

000,000. This was to be done by the creation and issue from time to 
time of £5 shares. The resolution was carried out, but only so as to 
increase the capital by £3,000,000. Stamp duty was paid on this 
amount. The Crown claimed that stamp duty was payable on 
£5,000,000, which was the amount of increased capital authorized by 
the resolution. 

Held, that the words “‘ registered capital”’ in section 112 of the Stamp | 
Act, 1891, must be read as meaning ‘‘ authorized capital,’ and, as 
£5,000,000 was the amount of increased capital authorized by the resolu- 
tion of the company, stamp duty was payable on that amount. 

This was an information filed by the Attorney-Generai claiming 
£12,500 and interest from the defendants as a debt due to the Crown. 
The parties had stated the questions of law in a case for the opinion of 
the court. The defendants were an English company, incorporated by 
registration, with limited liability under the Companies Acts, in the 
year 1887, with a capital of £800,035, divided into 160,007 shares of 
£5 each. By article 42 of the articles of association the company had 
power to increase its capital, and on the 26th of July, 1907, a resolution 
was passed authorizing the directors of the company to increase the 
capital by £5,000,000 for the purpose of working some tramways in 
Buenos Ayres. On the Ist of July, 1908, at a meeting of the directors 
of the company it was decided to increase the capital by nearly 

,000, On the 4th of July, 1908, a statement of increase of capital 
was delivered by the defendant company to the Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies, and capital duty, under section 112 of the Stamp 





Act, as amended by section 7 of the Finance Act, to the amount of 


£7,000 was paid thereon. For the Crown it was contended that the | 


capital was increased when the resolution of the 26th of July was 
Section 112 of the Stamp Act, 1891, enacted that “a state- 
ment of the amount which is to form the nominal share capital of any 


company now registered, or to be registered, with limited liability, shall | 


be delivered to the said registrar, and every such statement sha 
charged with an ad valorem stamp duty of 5s. for every £100, = 
fraction of £100 over any multiple of £100 of the amount of suc 
capital or increase of capital as the case may be.”’ ‘“ Registered capital ”’ 
in that section meant ‘authorized capital.”’ It was argued for the 
defendants that there was no increase until the directors passed the 
resolution in 1908. No tax was payable until the directors, acting on 
the authority of the resolution of the 26th of July, 1907, issued the 
shares, and stamp — ought only to be paid on the amount by which 
y incr . 


was that there should be a maximum sum which the company should be 


authorized to get; the actual amount, in fact, which the compan 
required. In 1891, to prevent companies from taking a nomial 
authority to raise sums which they were never likely to get, an 
ad valorem stamp duty was put on the amount for which they were to 
be authorized to ask. It would seem, if that were the case in respect 
of the original capital, that it must also be so if the capital were at any 
time increased. It was intended that the public should have access to 
the register of joint stock companies in order that they might know how 
much capital any company was authorized to obtain—the limit of its 
authority. Undoubtedly the authorized capital was increased by the 
resolution of the 26th of July, 1907, and afterwards the directors in. 
creased the real capital, as distinct from the authorized capital, to the 
extent which they thought expedient. Therefore ‘‘ registered capital” 
in section 112 (supra) must be read as ‘‘ authorized capital,’’ and that 
being so, the rest followed. There would be judgment for the Attorney. 
General for the sum claimed, after giving credit to the company for 
payments already made by them, together with interest and costs. Sta 
of execution for three weeks.—Counsex, for the Crown, Sir 8S. 7, 
Evans, 8.G., Austen-Cartmell, and W. Finlay; for the defendant com. 
pany, Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., and Cane. Soicrrors, for the Crown, 
Solicitor of Inland Revenue; for the defendants, Ashurst, Morris, 
Crisp, & Co. 
[Reported by GERALD DopsoN, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REDERIAKTIESELSKABET SUPERIOR v. DEWAR & WEBB. 
Bray, J. 19th Feb.; 5th March. 
Surp—CHARTER-PARTY—LigEN—DeEap FreiGHT— DemuRRAGE—CHARGES, 
A charter-party provided that ‘‘ the owner or master of the vessel shall 
have an absolute lien and charge upon ‘the cargo and goods laden on 
board for the recovery and payment of all freight, demurrage, and all 

other charges whatsoever.” 

Held, that on the true construction of the words ‘‘all other charges 
whatsover’’ dead freight was not included, and that ‘‘ charges’’ meant 
sums paid in connection with the performance of the ship in loading the 
cargo, and were not necessarily confined to charges specified in the 
charter-party. 

Held, also, that demurrage payable in advance may be subject toa 
lien. 

The plaintiffs, who were owners of the barque Superior, claimed that 
they were entitled to exercise a lien for certain sums in respect of dead 
freight, demurrage, and charges, and entitled to payment thereof, under 
a charter-party dated the 27th of February, 1907, by which the vessel 
was chartered to Messrs. Willenz & Co. The defendants, who were 
bill of lading holders, denied liability in respect of lien for any sums for 
demurrage, dead freight, or charges. Clause 19 of the charter-party pro- 
vided that : ‘‘ The owner or master of the vessel shall have an absolute 
lien and charge upon the cargo and goods laden on board for the 
recovery of payment of all freight, demurrage, and all other charges 
whatsoever.’’ Clause 13 provided that ‘‘ demurrage shall be paid to the 
said master . day by day as falling due.’’ The words of the 
bill of lading were sufficiently wide to incorporate the provisions 
of the charter-party, and it was admitted that the ship was not fully 
loaded at the port of loading, and that the plaintiffs had a good claim 
against the charterers for damages. The arguments are sufficiently in- 
cated by the judgment. 

Bray, J., in the course of his judgment, said the liability in respect 
of dead freight depended on the true construction of clause 19 of the 
charter-party, in which dead freight. was not specifically mentioned, as 
in a later clause of the charter. It had been contended that it was 
included under ‘all charges whatsoever,’’ but he ought not to read 
‘charges ’’ as including dead freight unless that would be the ordinary 
and natural meaning of the word ‘charges.’”’ The word did not, in 
his opinion, in its ordinary signification mean a claim for damages for 
breach of contract, but meant such as the master of ship had 
to pay, and not sums which the ship was entitled to receive. 
Primarily, also, it meant liquidated and not unliquidated damages. 
The plaintiffs’ claim for dead freight therefore failed. The claim 
for demurrage also depended on the true construction of clause 19. It 
seemed to him that the intention being as expressed in clause 19 that 
the ship should have a lien for all demurrage, and there being no dis- 
tinction made in the charter-party between demurrage at the port of 
loading and the port of discharge, he had no right to limit the lien or 
give the words ‘“‘all demurrage”’’ anything else than their ordinary 
signification. The case of Pedersen v. Lotinga (28 L. T. O. 8. 267), 
which had been cited, did not bind him in the present case where there 
was no cesser of liability clause; in the case of Gardiner v. T'rechman 
(15 Q. B. D. 154), which was also cited, the terms of the charter-praty 
were quite different. He could find no authority for the proposition 
that there cannot be a lien for a sum payable in advance or due before 
the time when the lien is to attach. A general lien could be given 
by agreement, and, therefore, a lien could be had for moneys overdue. 


| He had come to the conclusion that in the present case the words in 


the charter-party were wide enough to give a lien for demurrage at the 
port of loading, although it was payable there day by day. There was 
a claim in respect of charges, and although it was not necessary for 
him to give a definition of the word, he thought they must be sums paid 
in connection with the performance of duties which the ship had to 
perform in loading the cargo, and were not necessarily confined 1 
charges specifically mentioned in the charter-party.—Counsxt, Bailhache, 


Cnn 6 ty giving judgment, said the scheme of the Legislature | K.C.; and Adair Roche, for plaintiffs; Scrutton, K.C., and Leck, for 


defendants. Soxrcrrors, Botterell & Roche; Thomas Cooper & Co. 


[Reported by Leonanp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law. } 


March 20, 1909, . 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re COOK. Ex parte PARSONS. Phillimore and Coleridge, JJ. 
15th March. 


BANKRUPTCY—DeEED oF ARRANGEMENT—LIABILITY OF TRUSTEE UNDER 
Deep To TrusTEE IN BANKRUPTCY. 


A trustee under a deed of arrangement took possession of the debtor's 
stock and sold part of it for £70. Upon hearing that a petition had 
been presented, the trustee went out of possession, leaving the re- 
mainder of the stock in the hands of the debtor, who made away with it 
before the receiving order was made against him. 

Held, that the trustee under the deed must account to the trustee in 
bankruptcy for the whole of the stock which he had taken possession of 
and not merely for what he had sold during the time he was in 
possession. 


Appeal from an order made by the county court judge at Newport, 
Mon., directing the respondent to pay £67 to the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy. On the 17th of January, 1908, the debtor executed a deed of 
assignment for the benefit of his creditors, under which the respondent 
was trustee. The respondent at once took possession of the debtor's 
stock by putting one of his own clerks into the debtor’s place of busi- 
ness and appointing the debtor to manage the business, w ich was that 
of a cycle and musical instrument dealer, at a weekly wage. The clerk 
drew up an inventory of the stock as it stood on the 17th of January, 
and valued it at £188. The respondent carried on the business for a 
time, and sold goods to the amount of £70, but hearing that a petition 
had been presented against the debtor, he relinquished possession on the 
1st of February, withdrew his clerk, and left the debtor in absolute 
control. The debtor sold some goods, and assigned others to his 
sister-in-law. A receiving order was made against him on the 10th of 
March, and when the official receiver went to take possession of the 
business he found about £40 worth of goods on the premises, which 
were claimed by the debtor’s sister-in-law. A trustee in bankruptcy 
was shortly afterwards appointed, who decided not to enter into litiga- 
tion with the sister-in-law, but elected to treat the trustee under the 
deed as a trespasser, and moved in the county court for an account of 
the goods taken possession of on the 17th January, and for delivery of 
such goods on payment of their value. The county court judge refused 
to order the respondent to pay more than the sum of £67, being the sum 
received for goods sold by him, less £3 which he had handed over to 
the official receiver. The trustee in bankruptcy appealed. Counsel for 
the appellant contended that the respondent, having taken possession of 
£188 worth of goods, was bound to hand over those goods or their 
value to the trustee in bankruptcy. Counsel for the respondent con- 
tended that the respondent had never converted the whole of the goods ; 
he was merely a trespasser, who had trespassed as to certain of the 
goods, and then ceased from his trespassing. To make him liable for 
the goods which he had left in the hands of the debtor was to treat 
him as a negligent agent, and the trustee in bankruptcy could not treat 
him both as a trespasser and as an agent. 

Purttimore, J., held that the respondent had unquestionably con- 
verted all the goods; he took possession, put his clerk in, made an 
inventory, entrusted the debtor with large powers of management, and 
sold about one-third of the stock. Under the circumstances he took 
possession of the goods with that kind of intention which constitutes 
conversion. That being so he must pay over the value of all the goods 
which he had not handed over to the trustee. 

CotertncGE, J., concurred, holding that an intention to convert was 
shown by taking possession of the goods under a deed which involved 
their realisation, and by the sale of one-third of the goods so taken. 
Appeal allowed.—Counset, for appellant, Parsons and Raymond Allen ; 
for respondent, Herbert Jacobs. Sotrcrrors, Frank Lewis, Newport, 
Mon. ; Kinch & Richardson, for Lynden, Moore, d& Cooper, Newport, 
Mon, 

[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
GILL AND ANOTHER ». GILL AND OTHERS AND THE OFFICIAL 
SOLICITOR. Bargrave Deane, J. 12th March. 


Prosate—Witt Torn in Preces—ApMITTED TO PRoBaTE—MIsSsING 
Worps—Parer with Worps ANNEXED To Wit~t—-Witts Act, 1837 
(1 Vicr. c. 26). 


Where it appeared that a will had been torn in pieces in a testator’s 
presence oitheut his authority, but that the pieces had been subse- 
quently preserved with his assent as representing his testamentary inten- 
tions, it was 

Held, that the will could be admitted to probate. Missing words will 
not be read into a will by the court, but when proved may be contained 
in a paper attached to the will. 


Probate action arising out of the testamentary dispositions of the late 
J. H. Gill, of Hebden ‘bridge, Yorkshire, who died on the 7th of July, 
1908. The plaintiffs were the widow and one Alfred Ogden, who, as 
executors, propounded a will dated the 22nd of December, $02. The 
defendants were the four sisters and brother of the testator. The last 





named was a person of unsound mind, not so found by ——s and 
represented by the official solicitor, his guardian ad litem. e will was 
not contested by the sisters, but the official solicitor pleaded, first, 
that the will was not duly executed according to the Wills Act, 1837 
(1 Vict. c. 26); and, secondly, that the will was revoked by the 
deceased—having been torn up by him or by his wife in his presence 
and by his direction, animo revocandi—in October or November, 1904. 
As one of the next-of-kin, the male defendant asked that the will should 
be pronounced against. It appeared that the testator by his will had 
left all his property to his wits, The document had been drawn up by 
« Mr. Sutcliffe (solicitor and friend of the testator), and had Bot 
attested by that gentleman and by one of the testator’s clerks. Except 
on occasions when the testator was intemperate he and his wife lived on 
affectionate terms. One evening, in either the months of October or 
November, 1904, the testator, under the influence of alcohol, made use 
of an offensive remark to his wife, who, in a fit of temper, ran to the 
drawer where the will was kept and tore the document in pieces, which 
she then threw into the face of her husband. The testator laughed at 
the action of his wife, who picked up the pieces and placed them in the 
drawer. On the following day, in the presence of Miss Whitham, a 
friexnd—who gave evidence—the wife pinned the pieces together. The 
same day the testator, during lunch, said to his wife, ‘‘Show Miss 
Whitham what you did in your temper last night.”’ Mrs. Gill did so. 
The pinned pieces were examined by the testator, who remarked : “‘ It’s 
all right, it is quite readable; but won’t Sutcliffe be amused when he 
sees what you’ve done.’’ Subsequent to this conversation the testator 
informed various people that he had left all his property to his wife, and 
repudiated the suggestion made that there might be trouble owing to the 
will being torn in pieces. After her husband’s death Mrs. Gill, acting 
on advice, pasted the pieces on a sheet of paper. Mrs. Gill, in the 
course of her evidence, stated she was unable to recollect the remark of 
the testator that roused her anger; but it did not refer to his will. She 
had asked him whether he desired to make another will, to which he 
had replied, ‘‘ No, I do not.’” He had never told her to destroy the 
will, and both of them had always treated the incident as a joke. Mrs. 
Gill had inherited a legacy of £500 in 1904 or 1905, which she had 
handed to her husband, and it now formed part of his estate, which 
was valued at £2,500. Counsel for the defendant submitted that the 
plaintiffs had not discharged the burden of proof which was imposed by 
the law upon them. As Mrs. Gill had stated that she could not 
remember the testator’s remark which had caused her to tear the will, it 
was fairly obvious that the testator must have referred to the document. 
If the testator had revoked the will or had been a party to its destruc- 
tion, no statements made by him subsequently could reinstate the will. 
Reliance was placed upon Mills v. Millward (15 P. D. 20). 

Barcrave Deane, J., said that he had no doubt about the case. 
According to the Wills Act, a will could be revoked by tearing by the 
testator, or with his authority and in his presence. The will in question 
had been torn up without doubt in his presence, but there was no 
evidence to show that it had been done by his authority; on the 
contrary, he (his lordship) accepted Mrs. Gill’s statement that she had 
done it in anger. It was a very silly thing for her to do, but he thought 
that neither she nor the testator were responsible for their actions on 
that evening—she through temper, and he through drink. Accordingly 
the testator had not the capacity to give instructions for the revocation 
of the will, nor had Mrs. Gill to appreciate what she was doing. The 
case of Mills v. Millward (supra) was good law. It was clear that no 
subsequent authority could give effect to an act already done without 
authority. Except by a duly executed document no will could be 
revived, and similarly the testator could have revoked his will by 
another one had he so desired. But it was clear that the testator had 
always regarded the torn will as a good one, and had examined it to see 
if it was legible. The will must be admitted to probate, and the 
official solicitor would be entitled to all costs reasonably incurred by him 
in the action. 


Application was then made that one or two words missing from the 
will should be inserted by the court on the authority of Sugden v. Lord 
St. Leonards (24 W. R. 479; 1 P. D. 154). There was oral evidence as to 
what the words were. 


BarGrave Deane, J., said he remembered that the late Lord Hannen 
had strongly disapproved of words being ‘read into a will. He would, 
however, assist the plaintiffs by directing the learned registrar to annex 
to the will a paper containing the words which he found had been 
proved. He could do no more for them.—Covunsen, Jindal Atkinson, 
K.C., and Grazebrook ; Priestley, K.C., and Willis. Sorrcrrors, Rids- 
dale & Son, for Sutcliffes, Hebden Bridge ; Official Solicitor. 


[Reported by Dresy Cores-Prespr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


D. v. D. (KING'S PROCTOR INTERVENING). Bigham, P. 
15th March; 


Divorce—INTERVENTION BY Krna’s Procror—Orper ror Discovery— 
APPEAL IN CHAMBERS. 


Where the King’s Proctor has intervened in a@ suit, the court will not 
make an order upon him to give the petitioner discovery of documents. 


Appeal in chambers from an order made on a summons by Registrar 
Pritchard directing the King’s Proctor to give discovery of documents. 
On behalf of the King’s Proctor it was contended that the practice was 
that no order for discovery could be made against him. There were 
two unreported cases in which an order had been made, one per 
incuriam, and in the second no reason for the decision could now be 
traced. [Bicuam, P.—Is there any authority for giving discovery 
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against the Crown?] Counsel for the petitioner stated that the King’s 
Proctor had not so far given the usual facilities to the petitioner. 

Biauam, P.—I shall reverse the order of the learned registrar, 

The King’s Proctor did not ask for costs.—Counset, for appellant, 
Rowlatt and Victor Russell; for petitioner, Bayford. Soricrrors, 
King’s Proctor; T. D. Dutton. 

[Reported by Diery Cores-Preepr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court. 


PROCEDURE ON APPLICATIONS FOR CONFIRMATION BY THE COURT OF THE 
REDUCTION OF THE CAPITAL OF COMPANIES UNDER THE COMPANIES 
(Consotmation) Act, 1908. 


The following Draft order has been published under the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893 :— 








PRELIMINARY. 


1. Commencement of Order.—This Order shall take effect and come 
into operation on the 1st day of April, 1909, and shall apply to all 
proceedings in the High Court of Justice with relation to the confirma- 
tion by the Court of the reduction of the capital of companies whether 
commenced before or after that day, but every such proceeding taken 
before that day shall have the same validity as it would have had if this 
Order had not been made. 

2. Revocation of former orders.—The General orders of the Court 
of Chancery of the 21st day of March, 1868, and the 2nd day of March,1869, 
and the forms thereby prescribed are hereby revoked and annulled pro- 
vided that such revocation and annulment. shall not prejudice or affect 
anything done or suffered before the date on which this Order comes 
into operation under any Order or Rule which is hereby revoked and 
annulled. 

3. Interpretation.—In this Order— 

‘*The Act ’’ means the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and 
Sections 46 to 56 thereof are particularly referred to. 

‘*The Court’’ includes any judge of the High Court of Justice 
having for the time being jurisdiction to confirm the reduction of 
the capital of Companies. 

** Judge’ means any judge of the High Court having for the 
time being jurisdiction to confirm the reduction of the capital of 
companies and includes any Registrar, Master, or other Officer 
exercising the powers of any such judge. 

“‘ The Petition ’’ means the petition presented by the company for 
the confirmation by the Court of the reduction of the capital of the 
company. 

‘*The company ’’ means the company which presents the petition 
for reduction of its capital. 

4. Application of Rules of Supreme Court.—The Rules of the Supreme 
Court for the time being in force and the general practice of that Court 
including the course of procedure and practice in Chambers shall apply 
as regards all proceedings in relation to the confirmation of any reduc- 
tion of capital by the Court so far as may be practicable except if and 
so far as by the Act or this Order otherwise provided. In particular 
if and when the Court is for the time being a judge of the Chancery 
Division the provisions of Order 5, Rule 9 (A), shall apply to all such 
proceedings as being business assigned within the meaning of that Rule. 

5. Title of petition —The petition and all notices, affidavits and other 
proceedings under the petition shall be intituled in the matter of the 
av: and in the matter of ‘‘The Companies (Consolidation) Act, 

6. Summons for directions (1).—When the petition has been pre- 
sented, an application shall, in every case, be made, ex parte, by sum- 
mons in chambers, to the judge, for directions as to the proceedings to 
be taken preliminary to the hearing of the petition or otherwise with 
reference thereto. 

(2) Upon the hearing of the summons, or upon any adjourned hearing 
or hearings thereof or any subsequent application, the judge may make 
such order or orders and give such directions as he may think fit as to 
all the proceedings to be taken on and with reference to the petition, and 
more particularly with respect to the following matters, that is to say— 

(a.) The publication of notice of the presentation of the petition; 

(b.) In cases within section 49 (1) of the Act, the proceedings to 

be taken for settling the list of creditors entitled to object 
to the proposed reduction; fixing the date with reference 
to which the list of such creditors is to be made out, 
pursuant to that section; and generally fixing a time for 
and giving directions as to all other necessary or proper 
steps in the matter of the petition whether expressly men- 
tioned in any of the Rules of this Order or not. 

(3) In cases within section 49 (1) of the Act, the first insertion in a 
newspaper of the notice of presentation of the petition and fixing the 
date with reference to which the list of creditors is to be made out, 
shall be directed to be made at such time before the date so fixed as 
the ng Ie soe Sanger fit, not being, unless for special reasons shown 
to the satisfaction of the judge, less than one calendar month before 
the date #0 fixed, and in such cases the first order upon the summons 
for directions may be in the Form No. 1 in the Schedule hereto, with 
such variations as the circumstances of the case may require. 

7. Advertisement of spetition.—Notice of the presentation of the 





petition shall be published at such times, and in such newspapers as the 
judge shall direct, and may be in the Form No. 2 in the Schedule hereto, 
with such variations as the circumstances of the case may require. 

8. Affidavit as to creditors.—In cases within section 49 (1) of the Act 
the company shall, within such time as the judge shall direct, file in the 
Central Office of the High Court of Justice an affidavit made by some 
officer or officers of the company. competent to make the same, verifying 
a list containing so far as possible the names and addresses of the 
creditors of the company as defined by that section of the date fixed as 
mentioned in Rule 6 (2) (b) of this Order, and the amounts due to them 
respectively, or in the case of any debt payable on a contingency or not 
ascertained or any claim admissible to proof in a winding-up of the 
company the value, so far as can be justly estimated of such debt or 
claim, and leave the said list and an office copy of such affidavit at the 
chambers of the judge. 

9. Form of affidavit.—The person making such affidavit shall state 
therein his belief that such list is correct, and that there was not at 
the date so fixed: as aforesaid any debt or claim which, if that date were 
the commencement of the winding-up of the company, would be 
admissible in proof against the company, except the debts and claims 
set forth in such list, and shall state his means of knowledge of the 
matters deposed to in such affidavit. Such affidavit may be in the Form 
No. 3 in the schedule hereto, with such variations as the circumstances 
of the case may require. 

10. Inspection of list of creditors.—Copies of such list containing the 
names and addresses of the creditors, and the total amount due to them 
(including the value of any debts or claims estimated as aforesaid), but 
omitting the amounts due to them respectively, or (as the judge shall 
think fit) complete copies of such list, shall be kept at the registered 
office of the company and at the offices of their solicitors and London 
agents (if any) and any person desirous of inspecting the same may at 
any time during the ordinary hours of business inspect and take 
extracts from the same on payment of the sum of one shilling. 

11. Notice to creditors.—The company shall, within seven days after 
the filing of such affidavit, or such further or other time as the judge 
may allow, send to each creditor whose name is entered in the said list 
a notice stating the amount of the proposed reduction of capital, and 
the amount or estimated value of the debt or the contingent debt or 
claim or both for which such creditor is entered in the said list, and 
the time (such time to be fixed by the judge) within which, if he claims 
to be a creditor for a larger amount, he must send in his name and 
address, and the particulars of his debt or claim, and the name and 
address of his solicitor (if any) to the solicitor of the company; and 
such notice shall be sent through the post in a prepaid letter addressed 
to each creditor at his last known address or place of abode, and may 
be in the form or to the effect of the Form No. 4 set forth in the 
schedule hereto, with such variations as the circumstances of the case 
may require. 

12. Advertisement as to list of creditors.—Notice of the list of 
creditors shall, after the filing of the affidavit mentioned in Rule 8 of 
this order be published at such times, and in such newspapers, as the 
judge shall direct. Every such notice shall state the amount of the 
proposed reduction of capital, and the places where the aforesaid list 
of creditors may be inspected, and the time within which creditors of 
the company who are not éntered on the said list, and are desirous of 
being entered therein, must send in their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, and the names and addresses of their 
solicitors (if any) to the solicitor of the company; and such notice = 
be in the Form No. 5 set forth in the schedule hereto, with suc 
variations as the circumstances of the case may require. 

13. Affidavit as to result of Rules 11 and 12.—The company shall, 
within such time as the judge shall direct, file in the Central Office of 
the High Court of Justice an affidavit made by the person to whom the 
particulars of debts or claims are, by such notices as are mentioned in 
Rules 11 and 12 of this Order, required to be sent in, stating the result 
of such notices respectively, and verifying a list containing the names 
and addresses of the persons (if any) who shall have sent in the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims in pursuance of such notices respectively, 
and the amounts of such debts or claims, and some competent officer or 
officers of the company shall join in such affidavit, and shall in such 
list distinguish which (if any) of such debts and claims are wholly, or 
as to any and what part thereof, admitted by the company, and which 
(if any) of such debts and claims are wholly, or as to any and what 
part thereof, disputed by the company. Such affidavit may be in the 
Form No. 6 in the schedule hereto, with such variations as the circum- 
stances of the case’may require; and such list and an office copy of 
such affidavit shall, within such time as the judge shall direct be left 
at the chambers of the judge. 

14. Proceedings where claim not admitted.—lf any debt or claim, the 
particulars of which are so sent in, shall not be admitted by the company 
at its full amount, then and in every such case, unless the company 
are willing to appropriate in such manner as the*judge shall direct the 
full amount of such debt or claim, the company shall, if the judge 
think fit so to direct, send to the creditor a notice that he is required 
to come in and prove such debt or claim, or such part thereof as is not 
admitted by the company, by a day to be therein named, being not less 
than four days after such notice, and being the time appointed by the 
judge for adjudicating upon such debts and claims, and such notice shall 
be sent in the manner mentioned in Rule 11 of this Order, and may 
in the Form No. 7 in the schedule hereto, with such variations as the 
circumstances of the case may require. 

15. Costs of proof.—Such creditors as come in to prove their debts or 
claims in pufsuance of any such notice as is mentioned in Rule 14 of 
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this Order shall be allowed their costs of proof against the company, 
and be answerable for costs in the same manner as in the case of 
rsons coming in to prove debts under an administration judgment. 

16. Certificate as to creditors.—The result of the settlement of the 
list of creditors shall be stated in a certificate by the master in the case 
of an application to the Chancery Division or by the Registrar in the 
case of an application to the judge in companies winding-up, and such 
certificate shall state what debts or claims (if any) have been disallowed, 
and shall distinguish the debts or claims the full amount of which the 
company are willing to appropriate, and the debts or claims (if any) 
the amount of which has been fixed by inquiry and adjudication in 
manner provided by section 49 (3) of the Act, and this Order, and the 
debts or claims (if any) the full amount of which is not admitted by 
the company, nor such as the a are willing to appropriate and 
the amount of which has not been fixed by van and adjudication as 
aforesaid ; and shall show which of the creditors have consented to the 
proposed reduction, and the total amount of the debts due to them, and 
the total amount of the debts or claims, the es gm of which has been 
secured in manner provided by section 49 (3) of the Act and the persons 
to or by whom the same are due or claimed ; but it shall not be necessary 
to show in such certificates the several amounts of the debts or claims of 
any persons who have consented to the proposed reduction or the pay- 
ment of whose debts or claims has been secured as aforesaid. 

17. Evidence of consent of creditor.—The consent of any creditor, 
whether in respect of a debt due or presently due or a debt payable 
on a contingency or not ascertained or a claim admissible to proof in a 
winding-up of the company, may be evidenced in any manner which the 
judge shall think reasonably sufficient, having nye both to the amount 
of his debt or claim and all the circumstances of the case. 

18. Certificate before hearing of petition.—In any case within section 
49 (1) of the Act, the petition shall not be heard until the expiration of 
at least eight clear days from the filing of such certificate as is men- 
tioned in Rule 16 of this Order. 

19. Advertisement of hearing.—Before the hearing of the petition, 
notices stating the day on which the same is appointed to be heard 
shall be published at such times and in such newspapers as the judge 
shall direct. Such notices may be in the Form No. 8 in the schedule 
hereto, with such variations as the circumstances of the case may 
require. 

20. Who may appear.—Any creditor settled on the said list whose 
debt or claim has not, before the hearing of the petition, been discharged 
or determined, or been secured in manner provided by section 49 (3) of 
the Act, and who has not before the hearing consented to the proposed 
reduction of capital, may, if he think fit, upon giving two clear days’ 
notice to the solicitor of the company of his intention so to do, appear 
at the hearing of the petition and oppose the application. 

21. Costs of appearance.—Where a creditor who appears at the hear- 
ing under the last preceding Rule is a creditor, the full amount of whose 
debt or claim is not admitted by the company, and the validity of such 
debt or claim has not been inquired into and adjudicated upon under 
section 49 (3) of the Act, the costs of and occasioned by his appearance 
shall be dealt with as to the Court shall seem just, but in all other 
cases a creditor appearing under the last preceding Rule shall be 
entitled to the costs of such appearance, unless the Court shall be of 
opinion that in the circumstances of the particular case his costs ought 
not to be allowed. 

22. Directions at the hearing.—When the petition comes on to be 
heard the Court may, if it shall so think fit, give such directions as may 
seem proper with reference to the securing in manner mentioned in 
section 49 (3) of the Act the payment of the debts or claims of any 
creditors who do not consent to the proposed reduction; and the further 
hearing of the petition may, if the Court shall think fit, be adjourned 
for the purpose of allowing any steps to be taken with reference to the 
securing in manner aforesaid the payment of such debts or claims. 

23. Order confirming reduction.—Where the Court makes an order 
confirming a reduction such order shall give directions in what manner, 
and in what newspapers, and at what times, notice of the registration of 
the order and of such minute as mentioned in section 51 of the Act is 
to be published; and (unless it shall have dispensed altogether with 
the addition of the words ‘‘and reduced”’ or shall then dispense with 
any further use thereof) shall fix the date until which the words ‘‘ and 
reduced ”’ are to be deemed part of the name of the company as men- 
tioned in section 48 of the Act. 


Fees. 


24. Solicitors’ fees.—Solicitors shall be entitled to charge and be 
allowed for duties performed under the Act in relation to matters 
dealt with by this Order the same fees as they have heretofore been 
entitled to charge and be allowed for the like duties performed under 
the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1907, unless the Court or judge shall other- 
wise specially direct. 

25. Court fees—The same fees of Court shall be paid in relation to 
proceedings dealt with by this Order as have heretofore been paid in 
relation to like proceedings dealt with by the General Orders of the 
2lst day of March, 1868, and the 2nd day of March, 1869, and such fees 
shall be collected by stamps in the like manner as the same have hereto- 
fore been collected or in such other manner as may from time to time 
be directed by the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 


in a pg of the powers vested in them by the Public Officers’ Fees 
ct, ‘ 


[There is a Schedule of Forms,]} 





The Shropshire Law Society. 


The thirty-third annual masts of this society was held at the 
ange: A rooms, on the 3rd inst., Mr. W. M. How (president) being in 
the chair. 

The annual report and the hon. treasurer’s statement of accounts for 
1908 were received and adopted. Referer:ce was made in the report to 
the increasing number of members, the xdditions to the library, the 
new form of farm agreement prepared for the use of members, the 
provincial meeting of the Law iety, which was held at Birmingham, 
and a hearty vote of thanks was accorded to the president for his 
hospitality to the members who visited Shrewsbury on the occasion ; 
the Royal Commission now holding an inquiry into the Land Transfer 
Acts, and to the active work of Mr. F. 8. Pearson, LL.B., of Birming- 
ham, who is preparing evidence for the Commission on behalf of 
provincial solicitors ; to the loss sustained by the retirement of 
Mr. Thomas Marshall, of Leeds, from the secretaryship of the Asso- 
ciated Provincial Law Societies, which association was formed by him 
thirty-five years ago. 

The President gave an interesting address on some points of law and 
practice. 

The rules were altered to provide that the three retiring members of 
the committee should not be eligible for re-election for one year after 
retiring. Mr. W. . How was re-elected president, Mr. W. J. 
Montford, vice-president; Mr. H. J. Osborne, hon. treasurer; Mr. R. 
T. Hughes, hon. secre’ and librarian; and Mr. F. H. Potts, Mr. H. 
W. Hughes, and Mr. Richard Sandford were elected on the committee. 


The Selden Society. 


The following is the annual report for the year 1908 :— 

1. Notwithstanding losses by death and resignation, the number of 
members slightly increases, and in 1908 reached 350. 

2. Volume XXIIT., for 1908, was “ Select Cases on the Law Merchant, 
A.D. 1270-1638, Vol. I.,” edited by Professor Gross, of Harvard, and 
issued in July 1908. It comprises select records of cases concerning the 
Law Merchant in the Fair Courts and other local courts, with an 
introduction on the hi of these courts. A later volume will treat 
of the Law Merchant in ee Courts. , 

3. The council to be able to issue two volumes for 1909— 
namely, (1) “A Year Book of a Kentish Eyre of Edward II.,” edited 
by Mr. L. W. Vernon Harcourt; and (2) ‘Select Cases in the Star 
Chamber, Vol. II.,’’ edited by Mr. IL. 8, Leadam. 

Provisional arrangements (subject to contingencies) have been made 
for the following publications in subsequent years—viz., other volumes 
of the “Year Books,’’ “The Law Merchant in the King’s Courts,” 
Pca Charters of Trading Companies,” and “The Old County 

urt.”” 

4. The period of Mr. Pennington’s office as vice-president has expired. 
The council have nominated in his place the Right Hon. Sir Robert 
Finlay, G.C.M.G., K.C., who has kindly consented to accept the office. 
The council desire to record their gratitude to Mr. Pennington for his 
services as vice-president during the last three years. 

5. Under the rules the following members of the council retire by 
rotation—namely, Mr. Baildon, the Right Hon. Lord Justice Farwell, 
Sir Henry Maxwell Lyte, K.C.B., Sir Frederick Pollock, and Mr. 
Renshaw, K.C. No nomination has been received under Rule 7 (a). 
Lord Justice Farwell desires to retire, and Sir Frederick Pollock will 
become an ex officio member as a iditerary director. 

The council have nominated for election Mr. Baildon, the Right Hen. 
Arthur Cohen, K.C., Sir Henry Maxwell Lyte, K.C.B., Mr. Renshaw, 
K.C., and Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C. 

6. A casual vacancy in the council has occurred through the death 
of Mr. Attlee. This has been filled by the po 4 ¥ age of Mr. Pen- 
nington, who has consented to serve again after his retirement from 
the vice-presidency. 

7. Mr. F. K. Munton resigned in June the office of hon. treasurer, 
and the council appointed in his Mr. J. E. W. Rider, whe kindly 
consented to accept the office. council desire again to record their 
gratitude to Mr. Munton for his services to the society during the 
preceding fourteen years. 2 

8. The council desire to propose certain amendments to the rules 
with the object of obtaining wider discretion and powers as to the 
number and status of the officers, and as to the members to whom and 
the terms upon which any publications may be issued at a reduced 
rate. A copy of the existing rules, showing the proposed a 
accompanies this report, and the council will propose that the rules, as 
so amended, be adopted. 

9. An abstract of the accounts, with the report of the auditors, is 
annexed, Rosert Romer, President. 
February 24th, 1909. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stupents’ Desatinc Socrery.—March 9.—Chairman, Mr. 8. A. 
Guest.—The subject for debate was : ‘‘ That the case of Hyman v. Van 
Den Bergh (1908, 1 Ch. 167) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. H. T. 
Thomson opened in the affirmative, Mr. J. Varley seconded in the 
affirmative; Mr. R. W. Handley opened in the negative, Mr. 8. J. 
Rubinstein seconded in the negative. The following members con- 
tinued the debate : Messrs. Pleadwell, Meyer, Tebbutt, Cornock, Wood- 
head, Kafka, Pettitt, and Veasey. The motion was carried by two 
votes. 


BrraincHuam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—March 9.—Mr. S. J. Grey in 
the chair.—The following moot point was debated : ‘‘ Mrs. Prunella 
Dashway, wife of Mr. Claud Dashway, who is temporarily engaged in 
business in Hong Kong, resides at the Elysium Hotel, London. She 
orders from Madame Rouge Fichu a considerable number of dresses 
suitable to her position. Mrs. Prunella Dashway was, at the time of 
ordering the dresses, possessed of ample separate estate, but intended 
that her husband should pay. Madame Rouge Fichu was not aware of 
the existence of Mr. Claud Dashway, and made out her bill to Mrs. 
Prunella Dashway. Mr. Claud Dashway, before leaving England, had 
authorised his wife to order such dresses as she required during his 
absence. Mr. Claud Dashway, at the time his wife ordered the goods, 
was a wealthy man, but owing to sudden financial losses, is now not 
worth suing. Is Mrs. Prunella Dashway’s separate estate liable for 
the dresses supplied by Madame Rouge Fichu?”’ Mr. G. A. Baker 
opened in the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. W. H. Winder, 

- H. Knight, C. H. Morgan, F. Le Neve Foster, and T. R. Owens. 
Mr. E. H. Clutterbuck opened .in the negative, and was supported by 
Messrs. H. V. Argyle, T. H. Ekins, E. C. G. Clarke, R.. R. C. Yates, 
H. Birkett Barker, O. F. Gloster, and H. D. Price. After the openers 
had replied, the chairman summed up, and on the question being put to 
the meeting, the negative won by eleven votes to five. A vote of 
thanks to the chairman concluded the proceedings. 


March 16.—A joint debate was held between the Law Students’ 
Society and the Birmingham Chartered Accountants’ Students’ Society, 
Mr. Douglas Grierson, barrister-at-law, in the chair. The subject for 
discussion was: ‘‘ That conscription is the only effective means of 
naional defence.’’ Mr. J. Davis (C.A.S.S.) opened in the affirmative 
and Mr. H. E. Swallow (B.L.S.S.) in the negative. The openers were 
succeeded by numerous gentlemen of both societies, including Professor 
Dawson, president of the Chartered Accountants’ Students’ Society. 
After the openers had replied, the chairman summed up, and 
on the question being put to the meeting, the voting was equal. The 
chairman gave his casting vote to the negative on the ground that the 
onus lay on the affirmative to make out their case. A hearty vote of 
thanks to the chairman concluded the proceedings. 








Companies. 


British Law Fire Insurance Co. 


ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual meeting of the British Law Fire Insurance Co. was held 
on Friday, the 12th inst., at the Cannon-street Hotel, Mr. Wim.L1AM 
Maptes (Maples, Teesdale, & Co.) pressiding. 

Mr. H. Foster Curter (manager and secretary) having read the 
notice convening the meeting, 

The CHarmMAn, in moving the adoption of the report, said with 
regard to the revenue account that the losses paid and outstanding were 
£50,962 15s. 8d. That was about the average in recent years, and on 
only two occasions during the last eighteen years had it been less. The 
ratio was 32.9, and that was very much less than was the case with 
almost all the large companies. Last year there was an exceptionally 
small list of losses, and the ratio was as low as 24.3 per ¢ent.; but he 
had told the shareholders on that occasion that so low a rate could not 
be expected to occur again, and he thought they might congratulate 
themselves that it was so small on the present occasion. He had every 
reason to think that this rate was about what they might expect during 
the next few years. The board had always had in view the desire to 
avoid hazardous risks, and he might mention that the average premium 
rate was 2s. 4d. per cent., as it was last year—substantially what it had 
been almost every year during the existence of the company. It was 
a lower rate than that of most other offices, which clearly proved that 
the business taken was not hazardous, or the average rate would have 
been very much higher. Commission, which was at the rate of 15 per 
cent.—the rate adopted by all insurance companies—amounted to 
£14,258 lls. The expenditure rate was a little higher this year, because 
there were one or two items which would not occur again, such as 
bonuses to the staff in consequence of extra work in connection with the 
employers’ liability business, and he thought they might fairly assume 
that expenditure rate next year would be about the same as that of 
last year. The balance carried forward was £48,387 2s. 9d. Turning 
to liabilities and assets, the total amount of investments was 
£307,186 9s. 7d., consisting almost entirely of gilt-edged securities, the 
return on which was £3 15s. 4d. per cent.; but the directors had 
thought it better to go for security than for a high rate of interest. 





The mortgages held by the company were perfectly good, and one advan- 
tage was that mortgages always brought with them a certain amount of 
premium income. The total assets were £441,593 4s., a very large and 
satisfactory amount. Having regard to the premium income, which 
was £96,428 10s. 2d., the assets represented over four times that 
amount, which, he believed, was a larger proportion than was the case 
in the bulk of the offices in London, and an amount which would be 
sufficient for a larger premium income. The result was that it was not 
necessary to set aside any further sums for the reserve, and that the 
available balance could be dealt with for the benefit of the shareholders, 
An interim dividend of 1s. per share was paid in August, and it was 
now proposed to declare a final dividend of 2s. 6d. per share, making 
the rate of dividend for the year 17} per cent., and it was proposed to 
carry forward £22,137 2s. 9d., which would put the company in a very 
satisfactory position for the ensuing year. The income from the in- 
vested funds amounted to about £14,000, which gave ner nearly 9 per 
cent. on the capital. The board considered it desirable always to 
declare a dividend which they might reasonably expect to maintain, 
and it might fairly be assumed that the loss ratio would not be much 
greater, at all events, next year. The fire business had been very satisfac- 
tory indeed, the net premium income having been £95,686 1s. 11d., as 
compared with £92,422 16s. 3d. in the previous year; being an increase 
of £3,263 5s. 8d. He thought they might congratulate themselves very 
much on the position of the company, and that they might look forward 
without anxiety to the future. There seemed no reason why the com- 
pany should not continue to progress in the same way that it had done 
during the last few years. 

The report having been adopted and a dividend declared accordingly, 

The retiring directors were re-elected as follows :—Mr. R. W. 
Dibdin, Mr. L. W. N. Hickley, Mr. A. H. James, Mr. C. G. Keke- 
wich, Mr. A. E. Messer, and Mr. M. Pontifex, and the proceedings 
terminated with a vote of thanks to the chairman, the directors, and 
the staff, Mr. Maples and Mr. Cutler responding. 





The Legal Insurance Co. (Limited). 


The first ordinary general meeting of this company was held on the 
12th inst., at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane. The Chairman 
(Mr. J. Field Beale), in moving the adoption of the report, stated that 
the issue was a very great success, the capital offered being largely 
over-subscribed. This was very encouraging, as it showed that there 
was a widespread agreement with the opinion of the directors that the 
time was favourable for a new company, under entirely independent 
management, but intimately ccnnected with the legal profession, to 
transact a high-class insuraice business on profit-sharing lines. He 
ventured to hope that the shareholders would consider by the result 
of the first few months’ working that they had made an extremely 
satisfactory start. During the year they had accepted premiums 
amounting to nearly £69,000, and this substanitial result had been 
achieved without making improper concessions in the way of commis- 
sion or unduly cutting rates. On the’ other hand. the re-insurance 
premiums amounted to rather over £42,000. The directors were deter- 
mined to build up the business on safe and conservative lines, and the 
best method of carrying this out was to limit their own risk to a small 
sum in each particular case for the first few years. The losses paid 
and outstanding amounted to £8,867. or 32.5 per cent. of the net pre- 
mium income. The balance of revenue amounted to £15,629, and the 
directors recommended that part of this sum should be applied in 
writing off the whole of the organisation expenses. After making this 
appropriation, £10,040 remained to be carried forward, subject to 
directors’ fees, and this sum provided very amply for unexpired risks 
and left a balance. Under the head of the item, “Purchase of good- 
will of the Profits Department, £35,000,” they had an asset well worth 
the price they paid for it. The price represented not only a sound 
business of a profitable nature, but also the scheme of organisation on 
which they were gradually building up their general business.- The 
directors looked forward to steadily increasing assistance from the 
legal profession, and it would be their const.nt endeavour to cultivate 
friendly relations with them and meet their wishes in every way. The 
report was unanimously adopted. 








Obituary. 
Mr. J. H. Douglass. 


Mr. James Heger Douglass, solicitor, for forty years clerk to the 
Market Harborough magistrates, died at his residence at Market Har- 
borough on the 13th inst., at the age of seventy-five. Mr. Douglass 
was educated at Rugby, and served his articles with his father, whom 
he succeeded as clerk to the magistrates, and to whose business he had 
succeeded in 1855 at the age of twenty-one years. Mr. Douglass held the 
office of town clerk until December of last year, and when he retired was, 
in turn, succeeded by his son, the third generation to hold the clerkship 
to the Bench. Mr. Douglass was a keen sportsman, and one of the oldest 
followers of hounds in the Midlands. His first appearance in the hunt- 
ing field was made at the age of five, and he hunted constantly until 
last season, when an ailment kept him out of the saddle. For over 
thirty years Mr. Douglass was captain of the Market Harborough 
cricket team. A pathetic incident in connection with the death of Mr. 


| Douglass, says;the Market Harborough Advertiser, was the fact that 
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the magistrates of the or. Division intended presenting him 
with a handsome silver rose bow! on Tuesday, the 16th of March, in 
recognition not only of the valuable assistance — by Mr. Douglass 
to the Market Harborough Bench ye his long period of service, 
but as a mark of the good feeling and old friendship that had existed 
between them all for so many years. It was hoped that whenever he 
may have cast his eye upon the bowl it would have been a source of 
gratification to him to think of the many happy days they had all spent 
together. The gift, we understand, will probably be handed over to 
Mr. Douglass’ relatives, to be held by them as an heirloom. A special 
feature of his life, says the same journal, was his rigid rule to be at 
work early in the morning, and he always regarded Ape gpg | in 
business as of the utmost importance. During the whole of the fifty- 
three years in which he carried on his profession, it is worthy of note 
that he was so well known that he never had a name-plate affixed near 
his office door or thought it necessary to have a heading printed on his 
business note-paper, which in these days possibly constitutes a record. 
To his kindness of heart many in years past, as well as at the present, 
can testify, and the quiet and unostentatious manner in which help was 
iven in times of anxiety and trouble to those about him led him to 

looked upon by those who knew him as a real friend, and one to 
whom any genuine appeal might be made without fear of its passing 
by unconsidered. 











Legal News. 


Appointments. 
Mr. E. G. Hemmerpe, K.C., M.P., has been yp mc Recorder of 
Liverpool, in the place of Mr. H. G. Shee, K.C., eceased. 
Mr. A. M. Lanepon, K.C., has been appointed Recorder of Burnley, 
in the place of Mr. J. Roskill, K.C., resigned on appointment as Judge 
of the Salford Hundred Court of Record. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Tomas BROCKBANK SALTHOUSE and FrepeRiIc CHARLES TUNNICLIFFE, 
solicitors (Tunnicliffe & Salthouse), Bradford, March 1. 
(Gazette, March 16. 





General. 


The annual general meeting of the Selden Society will be held in 
the Council Room, Lincoln’s Inn Hall, on Wednesday, the 24th of 
March, at 4.30 p.m. 

It is stated that a solicitor engaged in a case at Wandsworth County 
Court recently was totally blind, and had recourse to the Braille system 
in reading his notes. In spite of this affliction, augmented by partial 
deafness, the blind solicitor won his case. 

The Isle of Wight coroner held an inquest on the 16th inst. on the 
body of Mr. Richard Percival William Atkins, 32, solicitor, of Newport, 
whose death was due to asphyxia. Returning home about midnight, 
Mr. Atkins, who was in bad health, fell in a fainting fit, with his head 
bent over in such a way that the pressure of his collar on his neck 
produced asphyxia before any one in the house knew of the occurrence. 

Mr. Thomas R. Ronald, who presided at the twenty-first anniversar 
staff dinner of the Law Guarantee, Trust, and Accident Society, Limited, 
was the recipient of a handsome silver rose bowl, with vases, and an 
illuminated address, from the entire staff. In his reply, thanking his 
colleagues for their gift, Mr. Ronald referred to the great progress made 
by the society during its twenty-one years’ existence, and acknowledged 
the valuable aid he had received from the heads of the various depart- 
ments. 

The Royal Commission on the Land Transfer Acts met on the 11th 
inst. at the Royal Commissions House, Westminster, the chairman, 
Lord St. Aldwyn, presiding. Evidence was given on behalf of the 
Corporation of the City of London by Mr. Edwin Nash, one of the 
principal conveyancing clerks in the department of the Comptroller, 
the conveyancing officer of the Corporation; by Mr. Harold Williams, 
chief accountant of the Birkbeck Bank; and by Mr. T. R. Perks, 
barrister, Leeds, one of the witnesses on behalf of the Yorkshire Union 
of Law Societies. 

Of the numerous old courts of local jurisdiction in the provinces, 
says the Globe, the Salford Hundred Court of Record, of which Mr. 
John Roskill, K.C., an old pupil of the Prime Minister, has been ap- 
pointed judge, is much the busiest. During 1907—the year with which 
the latest volume of: judicial statistics deals—no fewer than 15,670 
plaints were issued in the court. The Liverpool Court of Passage, the 
next in importance, issued 3,346, and the Bristol Tolzey Court, the 
third on the list, 1,872. There are, in all, thirty-three of these ancient 
courts in different parts of the country. At most of them no business 
whatever is done. The Salford Hundred Court of Record, says the 
Westminster Gazette, is of ancient origin, dating from Anglo- 
Saxon times. Indeed, the Judicature Acts left its rights and privileges 
undisturbed. The new judge, who is married to the only daughter 
of the late Mr. Ashton Daiee~pennper brother of Sir Charles Dilke, 
M.P.—has shared chambers for man fbn with the Prime Minister. 
When a junior he “ devilled" a good eal for Mr, Asquith. 


| 








The Select Committee of the House of Commons appointed to con- 
sider the question of imprisonment for debt, which last Session held 
several sittings and heard the evidence of a number of witnesses, in- 
cluding county court judges, registrars, debt collectors, etc., met again 
this week, and sat for some time in private for the purpose of con- 
sidering their future procedure. It is understood to be the intention 
of the Committee to take further evidence upon the subject. 

It may, says the Daily Tel h, — comfort the Treasury to 
learn that every judge of the King’s Bench Division is responsible for 
the earning of over £9,000 a year in fees, which duly find their way 
into the National Exchequer. The Chancery judge is not quite so 
profitable to the Revenue, as his annual takings are only about £8,000. 


But neither the common law nor the equity judge can be regarded as a_ 


burden upon his country. These figures, which can be disinterred from 
Sir John Macdonell’s “ Judicial Statistics,” may well be prayed in aid 
by those who hope to secure the appointment of additional judges. 

An interesting incident is, says the Hvening Standard, associated 
with the old County Hall of Nottingham, which has _ been 
destroyed by fire. At the beginning of last century the hall had 
fallen into such a dilapidated state that while an assize court 
was sitting a portion of the floor fell through into the 
cellar,’and terribly frightened the judge, Sir Littleton Powis, who 
feared an attempt on his life. The judge imposed a fine of £2,000 on 
the county for not providing a better court. Instead of rebuilding the 
hall and paying the fine, the county authorities spent as much money 
as would have rebuilt the place in opposing the judge’s right to im 
the fine, in which they were successful. The gutted building, which 
was composed largely of wood, was the scene of many public executions, 
and many notorious criminals are buried within its precincts. 

Lord Loreburn, says the Globe, in giving his judgments in the House 
of Lords, has set an example of brevity which the other law lords 
have done their best to follow. Judgments in the final Court of Ap 
have been getting shorter and shorter during the past two or three 
years, but rarely has an appellate tribunal made so striking a dis lay 
of judicial reticence as that afforded by the Lord Chancellor me his 
colleagues a few days ago. Lord Loreburn, after hearing the counsel 
for the appellants, “simply moved that the appeal should be dismissed 
without a word more,’’ and all the other noble and learned lords con- 
curred. Some time ago a judge at the other end of the judicial world 
—Judge Edge, of the Clerkenwell County Court—announced that, 
owing to the great pressure of work jn his court, he would be unable 
to state the reasons for his judgments. Of the reticence of the law 
lords no such explanation can be given. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota or Reaistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ox 





Emerczyor Aprzat Court Mr. Justice Mr, Justi 
Date. Rora. 0. 2, Joon. Swivrex i. 
Monday March 22 Mr Synge Mr Church Mr Greswell Mr Theed 
Tuesday 23 Goldschmidt Synge Beal Church 
Wednesday ...... 24 Greswell Goldschmidt _Borrer Synge 
Thursday ......... = Beal Greswell Leach 
Friday ..... ose Borrer Beal Farme: Gresweil 
Saturday ......... 27 Leach Borrer Siemens Beal 
Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justi ustice 
Date. Wanraineton NBvVILLE — ee 
Monday March 22 Mr Leach Mr Goldschmidt Mr Borrer xam 
Tuesday 23 Farmer Greswell Leach > — 
Wednesday Bloxam Beal Farmer Chureh 
Thursday Theed Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Friday Church Leach Theed Goldschmidt « 
Saturday Synge Farmer Church Greswell 











The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


March 25.—Mr, Joserga Srowes, at the at 2: Freehold 

a Siareh 36 nd April 1,~-Messrs. wide aia atthe Mart, sehen to 
‘*Sfctch 20 Mesure: Hanaobe, Lteerat ihe Mar as, Weakly Proseeee: anne 
yee ny Tee »,, aa at the Mar’, at 2: en and 
Free. old Ground-Rent (see advertisement, page v., Feb. 27, Mar. 6, and back page. 
“Fac Wie te wasn teinth eovabinanea tocontaah 
“ea ay a nt He Son & Bavpg.ey, at the Mart: Freehold Groana- 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


Result of Sale. 
Reversons, Lirs Pourorss ann Lire Interests, 
Messrs. H. BE, Fosrsr & Caawrre.p held their usual 
above-named Interests, at the Tokenhouseyerd, BOTT Pecos oe A - 


Mart, 
the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the wtal amount realised’ ting 


POLICY OF ASSURANCE for £5,°00 0. Bold £1,225 
2 OLICIES OF ASSURANOK for £720 .. 8. Sold £:05 
FOLICY OF ASSURANOB fcr £400. . Sold £705 
REVERSION to (contir gen we Ne Sold £300 
LOLICIBS OF A’ RANOE for £700 .. se Bold £376 


LIFS INTEREST in FarmgProperty, with Policy for £3,009; also 


a Bake dle 


. oe 


Taterest soe wie me oe 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to 23337, .. .. ., 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Frivay, March 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limirep In Onancery, 

Buvepat Powisa —_ Liatep (1s Votuntary Ligcipatron)—Creditors are uired, 
cn or before April 28, to send tnsir names and sauresses, and the particulars of taeir 
debts or ~ ong to Richard Henry Francis nitchens, 7 ana 8, Idol In, Simmonds & 

Broad st House, solors to es panne 

D. L. Sywpicars, Liairzo—C ired, on or befure April 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and toe particulars oF their aabts or claims, tow. T. Warriner, 
4and 6, Copthall av, tiqaidavwr 

Emutsrr.x, LaMitep (in 1aQurIpation)—Creditors are reque-ted, on or before April 15, 
to send their names and audresees, und the partscalars of their debis or claims, to 





Fred. Hargreaves, 65, Uross st, Manchester, liquidator 

F. Lanpsgrs & Uo, ‘Lamirep (in LiguIpation)—Credstors are required, on or before 
April 8, to send their names and audresces, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Herbert (iuedalia and Freaeric John Young, 119 and 1z0, London wall, 
Sristows & Uo, Copthall bidgs, solors for liquidators 

Goup Coast (Waasaw) Dexr Leveis Synvicatr, Lintrep—Creditors are 1equired, on 
or before April 24, vo send their names and addresres, and ihe particulars of their 
debts or cluims, to Grosvenor George Waiker, 19, St Swithin’s ia, liquidator 

Joun Kyron, iamrrep—Creduors are required, on or before May 1, to send cheir names 
and addresses, and the parcicuiais of their uebts or ciaims, to John Rich Swait, 
Peterbor. agh. Kingrford 4 & Co, Mie sex 8, Strand, solors for liqaidators 

Loupon Urn smatoGaaru Co, Limitrzp— Cieaitors ere reqaued, oucr before March 19, 
to send tueir names aud adcresser, and tne particulars «f vheir debss or claims, to 
Wiluam McL .an borradaile and Wiiliem Heury Waite, liquidators 

Nosgrazen Mskcawrite Conroration, Lintrep— Petn for winairg up, presented March 
5, directed to be hearu at the Vourt House, Quay st, Manchester, oa March 22, at i0. 
Grandy & Uo, Manchester, ageats for elter & Co, Queen st, solurs for petner. 

Notice of appeariag must reacn the above-named noi later than 6 o’clock in the 

afternoon of March 20 


Wrer &xp Vonssavative Crus, Liwrep (1 Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before March 31, to send particulars of theic debts or claims to A. W. 
Muacredie, Orchard chmbrs, Church st, Shettield, iquidator 


Umsuimitep ry Caancery, 


New Yorx anp Contixextat Line—Petn for winding up, presented March 4, directed 
to be heard on March 23, Uox & Lafone, ‘'ower Royal, Vannon st, agents fur marun 
& Co, Liverpool, solors tor petwerr. Noticecf appearing must reach the above-named 
not later thaa 6 o'clock in vhe afvernoon of Marcu 22 

Norgrm Amenican Acoipent lnsunzance Co—Petn for winding up, presented March 3, 
directea to be beard on March 28. Becher, bedford row, agent tor Simons, Merthyr 

petner’s solor. Nuwce of appearing must reaca tne above-named Lot later 
than 6 o’cicck 1m the afternoon of March 22 

Panes Peeseverance Pexmanest Benevit Borupine Sociaty—Petn for winding up, 
presented March 6, directed to be Neard on March 23, Kveer, Mark in, solor vo peer. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
ron of March 22 


London Gazette.—Turapay, March 16. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lonrep tn Caanceey. 


Castizrom Paint Worss, Liurren+-Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to 
wend their names «.< nudresees, ana the puriicuisrs of their ae sts or claims, to 

~ sede benjamin Betrets, 35, Fauikner st, Manchester, Addleshaw & Uo, Man- 
cheater, so0iurs 10 liquidator 

Eoeyrriam Niveats app PacsPnaiz Synpicate, Limizep—Creditors are required, on or 
potore May 1, wo cend tueir usmes and uddresees, and the particulars of their dents 
or claims, tu a Emots Smitn, Amberley House, Nurfoik st, liquidator 

LaMpere Batis any WasntvUses Co, Limitep—Credimwrs are 1eyuired, on or before 
Apri 22, 10 send their Lamer wad addre-ses, and the particulars of their debts und 
claims, ty Toomas Mitcnesl, 156¢, Westminster prioge ra, liquidator 

Natal M&kTSYK UOLLi kei 88, LIMITED (LN 1L1QU1D4T10N)—Ureaitors are required, on 
nefore May 16, to send their names anu aadresses, Ahu the particulars of weir uebte 
OF Claune, to m. H. #. Hicheus, 7 and 8, idol in, Kastcheap, liqaidator 

Sypuey Sura & Vo, Limireo (in Vouustaky LQuipaTion)—Ureduvors are required, 
on or betue Mar Ji, w send im their names au acadrecses, aud the particulars of 
their debts or ciaims, to Peicival U. U, Farrant, 6, bousn st, Man: hester. Whuwortnb, 
Manchester, solor for tae liqudawr 

Umizep JEWsLLEKs, Liu. tTsv—lewm for winding up, presented March 6, directed to be 
neard be1ore tie curt at Micon be pi, Saliord, ou April Z,at 10. slater & Co, 71, 
Princess st, Manchester, agents fur White & Leonard, Bank bidgs, Luugate circus, 
S.U, Notice of aypearing thust reach Slaver & Uo not later thau 6 o'ci0ck in the 

aivernoon of April i 

W. Unercs & pues (Weexuax), Linrrsn—Petn for winding up, presented March 11, 
directeu to be heard at the Vourt House, Government bidgs, Victoria st, Liverpool, 
March 26,at 10 Ayrton & Lo, Dale et, Liverpool, solurs for the petners Notice 
of appearing must reach the above Lamed not ater than 6 o’clock in the afvernoon 
of Ma:ch Zo 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 &- 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Craum. 
London Gazette,—¥utpay, Mar 6, 


Ackgntey, Marcarer, Hampstead April6 Woodcock & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

ALSchS, bwith, uogmount gdns March WO Biwluvns & Simmons, Cheapside 

A5vkaWs, Hern’, OWue, Vios, Farmer March’ HKiddiford, stone 

AUetes, CHaniorre Kvizaseru, Parkstone, Dorset April 7 Gibson, Farebam, Hante 
Backuocss, dusers, Peaketh, lances Apis While « sons, Warrington 

Basor, qnoner TaLevt, Pau, ¥rance Aprill0 Denses, George st, Hanover sq 

Dacec, Gavect, Whitetabie, ohipowner March 22 Stainton, Whitstable 

Bastiise, Wiitsam Jvuces, Kisburn, Hairdresser May 6 Potter & Co, High rd, Kil- 


burn 
Baur, fuvnas Jouxsox, Gateshead April5 Davies & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Deki, Danau Axe, Hotticid, bristol aprily Ciark & Smith, Malmesbury, Wilts 
Busntenuvs, James, tatrow, Marmer Apmi " —. jun, » Houth eq, Gray's inn 
Cray, Geonos, Voncamer Aprillu Atk Sums, 
Mautos, Tuouss Masteus, Camberiey, surrey rt 7 ptcue & Co, Bath 
Carmarthen March 1 





Vauuce, Henerx, upon f 
fr Masts dosatis MAnquiss Viviana vs, Hounslow April 4 Tucker & Co, 
New @, Lancoin’s inn 


Volltitax, 


+, Lenton, Lancs April 9 Woolfenden, Denton 





Faespman, Jang, Shootup hill, Brondesbury April 26 Raphael & Co. Moorgate at 
aay ty + Taomas Ciypz, ‘St Leonards on Sea April2 Horne & Birkett Li Lincoln's 
8 

Graystox, Witttam, Southampton, Marine Engineer April 17 Paris & Co, South. 
am 

Hamitron, AnpaEew, Wi' » Lancs April17 Claye & Co, Manchester 

Hagry, Eva Mary, Watf , Schoolm: April 16 Nicholson, Crouch End 

Heavey, Joun Samust, Tornampe t, Madras 29 Day, Liverpool 

Hern, Joan, ril 17 Parl 

JOuNSTON, JESSIE — Worcester April 5 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

Jounson, Bensamin, Sheffield, Coke Mavens April 6 Smith & Co, "Bheftield 

Jounson, Epwagp, Peckham R: A) 1 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Kennett, Gitpest Burrier, , Solicitor May 1 Foster & Co, Norwich 

Leatatey, Duptey WILLIAM Bauasavonp, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitor April 5 Lee 
& Pembertons, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Lewin, Mary Emiiy, Queen’s Gate pl, Hyde pk Mar 25 Hunter & Haynes, New 4, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Litursetor, Mary, Southampton ril 17 Paris & Co, Southampton 

+rem, ees. Henry Mercaure, vgate, Surrey April 5 Loughborough & Co, 

riars 

Love, Wii11aM Rayson, Exeter st, Strand, Builder April10 Grant & Co, Strand 

Lowrstay, Georcr Epmusp, Keswick, Cumberland April2 Robinson, Keswick 

Moore, Janz, Surrey sq, Old Kent rd April3 Parry & Gibson, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Nicuours, Feanors Ex1za, Maidenhead Aprill4 Williams & James, Thames Embank. 
ment : 

Ottver, Aanes Lucy, Southampton April17 Paris & Co, Southampton 

Ox.ey, Hesay Ropert, Tredegar rd, Bow, Cork Merchant ‘April’ 83 Forbes /& Boa, 


Mark In 
Owen, ‘. ang, Lianfihangelynhowyn, Anglesey April 2 Gordon-Roberts, Holyhead 
PauTuipdGe, Henry Hames, Queen’s ter, 8t John’s Wood, Provision Merchant April 7 
Stephens & Sons, Somerset st, Portman 
Pensinoton, Jonny, 8t Helens, Lanes April 5 “Kelly & Co, Liverpool 
Pitman, JosrPx, Hartland, Devon, Farmer ‘Apeil 12 ya & Peter, Holsworthy 


Rooke, Ju.ia Soruta, Broadstone, Dorset Mayl Freeman & So st, Hanover sq 
SmiTH, GeorGE, Leighton, Hunts, ” Farmer Aprill Hunnybur rw Sons, Huntingdon 
Sourrer, Be.samin, West Hartlepool April 30 Farmer, kton on 


Sraviagp, Henry Ricnaagp, Upper Ho Malvern Link, Woesester “April 3 Foster 


Malvern 
Srorr, Feuix, Oldham Mar29 Smith, Oldham 
Sraaneg, Cuag.otre Magia, Mar 31 Hunter & Haynes, New sq, Lincoln's 


inn 
Swasrsaick, Exizapeta, Blackburn, Provision Merchant April 12 Duckworth, Blackburn 
Tayior, Cuaaizs, sen, Turners rd, Burdett +. Bow Aprill Down & Co, Dorking 
Texk, Avseat, Launcherly, nr Wells, Yeoman April 3 Harris & "Harris, Wi 


Somerset 
Town ey, Ricuarp, Skirton, Lancs Mar20 Clark & Co, Lancaster 
Unear, ALois, Cape Town, South Africa April16 Tathem & Lousada, Old Broad sf 
Warp, Grorce, Shrewsbury, April 7 ms & Co, Coleman st 
Warne, Samvugy, Totnes gd 14 Waster & Co, Beiford row 
Witcox, Witu1am, Moorlinc’ merset, Yeoman April7 Reed & Reed, Bridgwater 
Woop, Groner, Stalybridge, oo 17 Hall & Co, chester 


London Gazette.—Tvuxspay, March 9, 


Avie, Feances, Wors' April6 Grover & Co, Manchester 

Ayprews, James, Great Horton, Bradford April 20 Wright & Co, Bradford 

Bares, BesJamiy, Gillingham, Beer Retailer April6 Kingsbury & Turner, George 
Portman sq 

Benvert, taues Janz, South Wimbledon April12 Mackrell & Co, Cannon st 

Bexcesr, Eaxesr Lewis Consett, Hove, Sussex Aprill Savory & bo, Strand 

Buiore.p, Tuomas Cautuorrx, Norwich April 12 Radcliffe & Co, Craven st, Charing 
Cross 

Bonxacina, Lopovico Carto, Hampstead, Merchant April 5 Le Brasseur & Oakley; 
Carey st, Lincoln’s ian 

Baiee_ey, Kovert, Burnley April2 Lawson, Burnley 

Brockiepank, Mary Acyes, Cardiff April 19 "Horley, “Ourditt 

Beoutey, Farpenickx James, Bolton, Colliery Agent April5 Ritson, Bolton 

ae a Witiiam Faepeaiox, Tyndalls Park, Bristol April 7 Meade-King & Sons 


CauURLEY, aoe Maazia, King’s Heath, Worcester March 25 Foster & Co, Birmingham 
Coats, JAMES, Axminster, Devon, Brush Manufacturer Mar 30 Chapple, * Axminster 
Cook, Janet, Disley, Chester April24 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

Covxe, Joun Faepesic, Hampstead April 15 Bridgman & Co, College = . Cannon 
Cvoszy, Eowasp, Greenwich, Taiior April 21 wer & Arnold, Greenw: 

Chows, Davin, Mejtham, Huddersfield Aprilé Piercy, Huddersfield 

Dray, Wittiam Jamas, Hastings April17 Chalinder & Herington, 

Kurz, ME Wituiam, Cambridge gate, Regent’s Park April 20 ai 90. Fearon, Vib 


ria st 

PRN aso Agravue Giieert, Brixton hill April 20 Morrish, am oa “y 

Loves, JAMes Garey, Hampstead Hill gdns April 9 tee 8t Mary 

Haguisoy, Ricaagb Caaguron, Uxbridge rd, Ealing, 8, LRCP ‘April 6 5 Le Brasseut 
& Oakley, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

Host, Tuomas Mason, Taunton, Market Gardener April6 Reed & Reed, Bridgwater 

Kent, Kpmusp Jackson,” Stanw. mans, West gton, Surveyor. April 5 le 
Brasseur & Oakley, Carey st, Lincoin’s ian 

Maciesynoy, WILLIAM ‘MACKINTOSH, Kindat, Upper Burmah, India, Forest Manager 
April15 Gibson, Belfast 

Mean, Kuizaperu, St Albans April 20 Beal, St Albans, Herts 

Monx,Manry Carazrixe, Canterbury April 15 Gardner, Canterbury 

Naycor, Auioz, Leigh, Lancs April 9 Unsworth, Leigh’ 

Newinoton, Faank Exeven, West Kirby Chester April 15 Brighouse & Co, Liverpool 

ya, re James Duwoan, Gloucester st, Pimlico April 8 Draper & Son, 

incent 8 

Opams, Faank Wass, paliee, Walsall, Butéher A 10 Platt, Walsall 

Pa.mes, Joun, rd April8 Robinson & Co, C) wt Aten aq 

Porres, Anwics, Huntingford, Charfield, Gios yk ae han, Berkeley, Glos 

Prion, Exizasera, Spaidwick, Hunts April 17 unnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 

Ross, Atpest Mansuati, Sutton Coldtield, Accountant April 30 Egginton, Birming 
ham 


Sommurs, Lausexce, Lancaster March 22 Sanderson, Lancaster 

Scort, Emma, Abergele, Denbigh April 20 Hadfield & Co, Manchester 

Saane, WittiAm Rosext, Swineshead, Lincs, Farmer aig 6 Millington & Simpsoa, 
Boston 


Surrrix, Susanna, Hertford March 27 Hawks, 

Spvnarrr, Many, rd, Islington Apel 30 Muwdstl, Godliman st 
Sraviapeass, Mantanne, Upper Portslade, Sussex April6 Rodgers & Co, Walbrook 
Tayior, Zacnanian, Longsight, Manchester, Grey Cloth Salesman April 8 Hawken, 


ster 
Tr1evas, Ropext James, Andover, Southampton April 6 Lendon & Carpenter, Budge 
row 
Watcort, Cuastotrs Hansizt Anna, Southsea May 1 Busk & Co, Lincoln’s ina 
fleids 


Wauruew, Anwiz, Southport April 10 Worden & Ashington, Southport 
Weer, Many Fes Nottingham April 15 Flegg & Son, Laurence Pountney bill 


Wuitwons, Jou, Clapton April20 Hatchett & Co, Mark In 

Wicox, WititaM, Moorlinch, Somerset, Yeoman April7 Reed & Reed, Bridgwater 
Wivxis, Ex1za, Baleombe st, Dorset sq April 19 Nash & Oo, Queen's st, Cheapside 
Waa, Haany, West Garforth, Yorks, Market Gardener April 10 Lumb, Leed 
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“Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gagette.—Fuivar, March 12, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bapnox ae! ALEXANDER, Cheam, Surrey, Merchant 


Bonsos lt Tam’ Staffs, 7 Account- 
rq Birmingham Pet Mario Ord Mar 

mon, Jom paces Petz, or Dealer Burton 
ao Harey, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Coal Merchant 

pembrok e Dock Pet Mars Ord Mar 

w, Rosert Ex.iot, Montagu ae Portman sq. 
ae Court Pet Mar9 Ord Mar‘ $ 

Commercial Traveller Bradford 


Ofarary. At Atrrep G, Bury st, 8t James’, Financial Agent, 
art Pet Dec 18 Ord Mar 9 

Dawsoy, ieoune Towrnrs, &methwick, Blacksmith West 
Bromwich Pet Mari0 Ord Mar 10 

Fow.8n, FrepERick one cama Tsilor Gloucester 

s Pet March 10 Ord March 
FaveRr, . JaMEs, Belaineter, Bristol, Cabinet Maker 
et March 8 Ord March 8 
Jacoss, Lees, Caledonian rd, Islington, Plumbers Supply 
High Court Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Kay, ae Holbeck, Leeds, Carting Agent Leeds Pet 
March 8 Ord March 8 

Lemay lng Pomel, 
Pet Feb 16 Ord March 

Macsasy, Faancis, pal Insurance Broker Liver- 
pool Pet Feb 20 Ord March 9 

Mies, Peri, | Bexhill, Builder Hastings Pet March 8 

Mar 

ccm, Heyry Boppixeton, Townley rd, Dulwich, 
Maritime I — Inspector High Court Pet Feb 3 
Ord March 

Noats, | ney "G, Knightsbridge HighGourt PetJan6 
Ord Mar 6 


CraweTo’ 
Advertising Agent 
bare 


Cabinet Maker Liverpool 


Proumer, Wi1LL1am Newson, Fas coset Norfolk, Miller Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 
= ene, Norell, Engineer Norwich 


site. Wisan, Oheter fT SEE Pet Jani3 Ord 
Mar 8 
Bam, ag le as Talbot, Glam, Baker Neath 
‘et Mar 9 


POR ag Golstords “a. Grocer, Newport, Mon Pet 
Mar9 Ord Mar 9 

om” Hesert AxcHipaLD, Worcester, 

om rene Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 9 
Wun — Dorking, Coachman Croydon 

Set Mar 9 Ord Ma 

Srawtoy, A E, Aston, Cabinet Maker Birmingham Pet 
Feb 19 Ord Mar 10 

Teuptz, Joun Wituiam Luewetiyy, Gt Driffield, Yorks, 
Pea Merchant Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb 15 Ord 


Nursery man 


Mar 9 

Tortey, Faeprrick Jonn, Westcombe Park, Blackheath, 
Grocer Greenwich Pet Feb 20 Ord Mar 9 

Vavenay, THomas, ~aat Neath, Glam, Butcher Neath 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 8 

Waker, Ropert, ne Hawker Middlesbrough 
Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 1 

Watrox, Auien, Clayton Bridge, 
Collector Manchester Pet keb 23 Ord Man 10 

Wixins, Rosert Henny, Gloucester, Jeweller Gloucester 
Pet Mar 9 Ord Mar9 

Wituiames, ee Paircuarp, Talywaen, Pen 
me on, Quarryman Portmadoc Pet Mar 10 Ord 

10 


WwW. Saat 





FIRST MEETINGS, 
Barnox, EpMunp ALEXanpER, Cheam, Surrey, General 
Agent Mar 23at11 Bankruptcy bids, Carey st 
Bears, Cartes Frepericx, Carlton Colville, Suffolk, 
Butcher Mar 20 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Nor- 


Bexsamiy, Atrrep Atiey, and Jonn Henry Trompe, 
Murton Colliery, Durham, Builders Mar 23at 3 Off 
Rec, 8, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Bunoess, Auraep, Meole Brace, nr Shrewsbury, Commercial 
= Mar 20 at 11,30 Of Rec, 22%, Swan hill, 

w bury 

Burrs, oem Cuaries, Great Grimsby, Shipwright Mar 

20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 


CampLing, Reaiwatp Atraep, Sheringham, Norfolk, Hair- 
dresser Mar 22 at 12.30 Uff Kee, 8, King st, Nor- 


wich 
Cowrsr, Joun James, Ilford Mar 23 at 3 14, Bedford 


row 
Crappock, Witiiam, Long Eaton, poy Auctioneer 
Mar w at12 Ont Rec, 47, Full 
Cranston, Ropert hogy oN Wontegs ans | Portman sq, 
Advertising Agent Mar 22 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Bradford, Commercial Traveller Mar 22 at 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
Guanine Atrreep G, Bury st, St James, Financial Agent 
Mar 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Sine 
‘ARMER, James, Akerman rd, 
Traveller Mar 22 at 11 Bankruptcy b ldgs, Carey st 
Gray, ARCHIBALD, Lympne, Kent, Farmer Marty an il 15 
Uff Rec, 68a, Castle st, Can! 
ayy WILLIAM JonN, yee et. Mar 22 ~e, li Mr 
Paris's Uffices, 67, Hig! st, ridge W. 
Jacoss, Lewis, Caledonian 1d, » Plambeis’ ER 
st 


March 22 at 2.50 petty tte Carey 
“ , deanetrs, Blandford, March 23at1 Off 


City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
JonEs, Jon», ‘Tytandderw, Brynegiwys, Denbigh, Farmer 
March 24 at » Owen Glyndwr Hotel, Corwen 
Kay, Tom, Holbeck, Leeds, Carting Agent March 22 at 11 
Ott Rec, 24, Bona st, Leeds 
Morpin, Epwarp James, and Sipnry Sonat, 3 Hatch Eod, 
Dair ymen March 22at12 14, Bedford ro 
‘Packle Maker 


Steuaan* te James, Long Katon, Derby, Fishi 
March 20 at 11.su Off Rec, 47, Full at, Derby 

—— Joun, Maesteg, Glam, Collier March 2u at 12,30 

tt Ree, 117, Bt May st, Carciff 

ies, Dupury a, bridge Mar 23 at 2,30 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Uarey st 

OLpERsHAW, Isaac, Stapleford, Notts Mar 20 at 11 Off 
Ree, 47, "Full st, Derby 

Parkas, Honace J ames, Barnet Mar 23 at 12 14, Bedford 
row 

Piatt, Bexsamix, Glossop, a, Grocer Mar 20 at 11 
Off Kec, Byrum st, 

Pucsiey, ALBERT oan Cardif, Plumber Mar 22 at 
11 Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, st, Cardiff 

Scu.rer, FReperick Grorce, Hempstead, or 
psn Farmer Mar 20 at 12 Off Reo, 8, King st, 

orwich 


Simpson, WILLIAM Seong, Beegioes, Dorking, Coachman 
Mar 22 at12 182, York rd, a eens ae 
Suitu, Harry James, Slough, Grocer Mar 22 ac 3 14, 

ord row 
bal gh Groner, Preston, Hosier Mar20 atili Off Rec, 
Winckley st, Preston 
jenn. Joun Wituiam Lizwettyy, Gt Driffield, Pea 
Merchant Mar 20 at 11 Off Kec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 
Tor.ey, Faepexnick Joux, Westcombe Park, Blackheath, 
) are Mar 22 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
rid 


ze 
Wairz, Witiiam, St Leonards on Sea, Sussex, Builder 
Mar 24 at 12 Otf Kec, Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Wituiams, Taomas, Liangefni, Anglesey, Innkeeper Mar 
23 at iz.30 Crypt chmbrs, Kastgate row, Chester 
Woopueab, Joun ALBERT, Crosby Lincs, Engine Fitter 
Mar 2 at 11 Off Rec, st Marys” chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby 
ADJUDICATIONS, 


Bannon, Epmonp ALEexanper, Cheam, Surrey, 
Broker High Court Pet March 9 Ord March 9 
Bregsamis, ALFxeD ALLEN Stanuey, and Joun Henry 
‘Teme ry, Murton Colliery, Durham, Builders Sunder- 
land Pet Feb 19 Ord March 6 
Bonsor, Samugt, Tamworth, Statfs, Incorporated Account- 
ant Birmingham Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
Buaerss, Airaep, Meole Brace, nr Shrewsbury, Com- 
meicial Traveller Shrewsbury Pet March 6 Ord 


March 9 
Burton, Jouy, Ashborne, Derby, General Dealer Burton 
on ‘trent Pet March’9 Ord March 9 
Cuan, Bonet, Milford Haven, Pembroke Coal Merchant 
Pembroke Dock Pet March8 Ord March 8 
Cnansses, Rosert Exuiot, Mantagu mans, Portman sq, 
Atuaiiog Ageat Hbgh Court Pet March 9 Ord 


Metal 





Leow. Smethwick Staffs, Blacksmith 
ea reat rowel Pet Mar 10 Ord Mar 10 


Fo peti — 9 Cuaa.zs, Knowle, 
“Glow MariO0 Ord Mar 10 


Fever, Joux James, Bedminster, Cabinet Maker 
Pet Mars Ord Mar 

——, Hesry, zo aeoeeinee 
Agent High Coart Pet Feb 

pm. Lenin, i Sepply Stores High 


Jounson, Witt, *, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet Jan 20 Dade Mar 8 
Kay, som, Leeds, Carting Agent Leeds Pet 


Lav, Honent Repu, Sideup, Kent, Medica Practitioner 
Sp daner Mar 10 
Miss, yor Bexhill, Builder Hastings PetMar8 Ord 
Pangan, Severe James, Barnet Barnet Pet Mar 4 Ond 
Pitcnrorp, Grorax Davies, Kinnerton, Flint, Farmer 
Pet Feb2 Ord Mar9 
Pioummer, Wittiam Newson, Ba Norfolk, Miller Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Mar9 Mar 9 
Powsr.1, Josers, Brancaster, Norfolk, Engineer Norwich 
Pet Mar 10 Ord Mar 10 
Powwat, Wu oe Cheshire, Builder Stock- 
port Pet Feb3 Ord Mar9 
Paice, Rosert, Mile Oak, Portslade. 
Farm Produce Brighton Pet Feb 8 8 Ord Feb 8 
Bees, my ——e. Port Talbot, Baker Neath Fet 
Ross, Joux, Coleford, Glos, Grocer Newport, Mon Pet 
a Ord man = - 
ERBERT RCHIBALD, orcester, urseryman 
81 «tere Ww: J Dorking, "Giendhinne Croyd 
MPSON, ILLIAM JOSEPH, a on 
8 - Ww ; on : Sea, &licitor 
OW, mim Heyey, on 
Chelmsford 


Southend 
Pet Jani4 Ord Mar 3 
Vaveuan, Taomas, = Neath, Glam, Butcher Neath 
Pet Mars Ord Mar 


Mar 
Wirurams, Wituram Parroaarp, Talywarn, > ne 
- Quarryman Portmadoc Pet Mar 10 


Woop, Coeeinn Sees. nr Halifax, Innkeeper Halifax 
Pet Feb 22 Mar 9 

Waient, Taomas, Kenilworth, Warwick, Hanlier War- 
-wick Pet Jan21 Ord Mar 4 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, RECEIVING ORDER 
RESCINDED, AND PKTITION ~~ _il 
Maszees, Wim, st, Solicitor 
Rec Ord June 1, 1893 ‘Adjud June 24, ‘oe 
yA Mar 6, 1909 


Tondon Gazette,—Tusspay, Mar, 16. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aten, Perer, Nelson, Lancs, Boot Dealer Burnley Pet 
Mar 13 Ord Mar 13 
Benson, Wituiam, Bentley, nr Doncaster, Farmer Sheffield 


Pet Mar 12 Ord Mar 12 
Bentiey, Witi1am, Chester, Farmer Maccles- 
. field = Pet Mar - Ord rag? e. , 
ILTOR, BERT TLLIAM, Hartlepool, Joiner 
Sunderland Pet Mar 10 ord i'Mar 10 
» Colliery Dataller 


th, Journeyman 


Abram, Lancaster, 
Pet Marit Ord Mar 11 
Burtier, Purpmnce Aws.iey, Bournemow 

Painter ed gg Be Ord Mar 11 
Worcester, Journalist Birming- 


Ww in ~ Railwa: 
COLA, 
F Ww E ng Brighton, Ora = Brighton 
RAYN 14L1AM Eewest, Baker 
Pet Mar 12 Ord Mar 12 
Gamepces, Hexsert * cab ol Worthing, Coal Merchant 
i Pet Mar 3 Ord Mar 11 
eee, Sh Wis, Seaeem, Florist Greenwich Pet 


Bramnaut, Joan 
Wi 


Cors, s, Win aly 


Feu, 





URYER, Warr, Bradford, Commercial Traveller Brad- 
ford Pet March 9 Ord March 9 


Ord Mar 1 
Gripeet, G H, Cricklewood, Builder H Court Pet 
Febd16 Ord Mar 12 se 
Hates, —— Slater Rochdale Pet Mar 12 
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Mar 2atil Off Ree, 13, 


i . i i Blackpool, ineer | Piumues, Witt1am Netsox, Topcroft Norfolk, 
Ranenes, Wiese, Melinerythan, Neath, Glam, Roller- | Cartes, Hensear, Little Bieghow, ee Eng: a on eT ee Mile 


Pet Marit Ord Mar ll 


man 
port, Grocer Mar 24 at | Powma.r, Wittiam, Hazelgrove, Ch 
a ny. ee. ~. Builder Dorchester ae SauveEt, South Baker and Wo atia’ Off Hes, 8, Veenon at, Stockport 


1 1 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, 
Houvsox, Rorert Epuonp, Hastings, Saddler Hastings | Crank. Harry, Milford Haven, 
Pet Mari2 Ord Mar 


chen 

J Annette rd, Holloway, Licensed Victualler | Cockart, Josepa James Gor'eston, Suffolk, Builder Mar 

Honengh Court va 25at3 Star are bs Soe ai 
i . t al 

Lister, Taomas Fostee. Wadsworth, nr Hebdea Bridge, eg eae, ~ > undress Mar 14, Bedford row 

Liam Ernest, Brighton, Baker Mar 25 at Rowe, Hegsert Arcuipatp, Worcester, Nurseryman My 


Court Pet Mar 11 Ord Mar 11 


Yorks, Farmer Burnley Pet Feb25 Ord Mar 12 
Mayos, Gronce Witx1aMm, Darnall, Sheffield, Auctioneer Faayye, Wi 
Sheffield Pet Feb 24 Ord Mar 11 10.3 
Morrrau, Josers, Bredbury, Chester, General Dea'er Fayer, Joun James, 
r Pet Maril Ord Mar it Mar 


12 Mar 24at 1245 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarth , 18, Winckley st, Preston 


Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 
24 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
24 at 12.30 Off Rec. Bankru: bidgs, Carey st 


ire, Builder Mae 
Liverpool 22 
Pembroke, Coal Merchant Pom, Wititam Thomas, Burnley, Grocer Mar 24 at 119) 
Roserts, Jouy, L’andudno, Commercial Traveller Mary 
at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
RowsoTsam, Arraus Epwaagp, Northwood Mar 24 at 2 


P 24at12 Off pon Se oy ae = 
, Bristol, Cabinet Mak» acer, ArTaur, Keighley, Photo er 25 at 
. > int cles Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford hind 1 Of 


ucester, 
25 at.3 15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 


Newrow, Bexsasix Fiecpsovuse, Gt Grimsby Hairdres:er | Gamptes, Hersert Hornsey, Worthing. Fruit Grower Mar ans. Ferperick, Prestbury, Glo 
Gt Grims | 


iby Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 


Dorset, Tranter Poole | Ganrerr, Haray, New Bilton, nr Rugby, Milk Seller Mar | THourson. Atvaep, Leicester Mar 24 at 12 Off Regi, 


Nogmax, Jonny Wivitam, Poole, t . 

ie Pet Mas lL Ona. Mar 11 - EE Or | 24at12 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry i a. i la ecster a, Dewsbery, Fried Faas 
Uses, Freperick Georce BRicharp, Gaywood, Norfolk, | Garrox, Wii.tam, Shooter’s hill rd, Blackheath, Florist } 4 : 

Railway Clerk King’s Lynn Pet Marl Ord Mar 11 | “Mur 24 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge ee ee 


ioe oo Joux Epwix, Lancaster, Hay and Straw Dealer | Gitzest, G H, Cricklewood, Builder Mar 26 at 2.30 Bank- | wirxer, Robert, Middlesbrough, Hawker Mar 25 atlLy 


Pet Mari1l Ord Mar 11 


Parxer, Tuomas, Little 8t Andrew st, St Martin’s In, ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


i Gwitiiam, Aetaur Martiy, Newport, Mon, Soft Farnisher | Wuirrigp, Georcs Tuomas, Tuffley, nr Gloucester, 
Ord March - 4 ean en eee es Mar 24 at 12 Off Ree, 144, Commere.al st, Newport, Manufacturer Mar 27 at 12 Bell Hotel, Glonecam 


| 
Parnsoyss, Maascaret, Coedpenmaen, Pontypridd, Glam, 
Baker Pontypridd Pet Mariil Ord Mar il | 
Parres, Sauvue., Ashburton, Devon, Shoe Maker Exeter 


Wi.u1ams, Epwarp, Faileworth, Lancaster, Plumber Mg 


Mon 
Hareisoy, Atyrep Hopeerrts, Birmingham, Fruiterer Mar 30 at 11 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
2g at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 


Pet Marii Ord Mar ll Haynes, Grorce Heney Russert, Erdington, Warwick’ ADJUDICATIONS. 
Rermsueeiser, Jacos, Sheffield, Cabinet Maker Sheffield | Iron Merchant Mar $1 at 11.30 191, Corporation st’ | 4, +2 Perr, Nelson, Lancs, Boot Dealer Burnley Pe 
Pet ar 12 Mar 13 Ord Mar13 


Mariz Ord Birmingham 
Roserrs, Peter, Penmachno, Carnarvon, Quarryman | Haywasp, 
Portmadoc 


opset Witt1aM, Birmingham, Coal Merchant | peysox, WititaM, Bentley, nr Doncaster, Farmer Sheffield 
12 


Pet Mar 12 Urd Mar 12 Mar 26 at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham Pet Mar 12 Ord Mar 
a Agtave, Keighley, Yorks, Photographer Bradford | Huavey, James, Annette rd, Holloway, Licensed Victualler | Bentiey, Wittiam, Swettenham, Farmer Macclesfield 
et Mar Mar 6 


11 Ord Mar 11 


26at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st Pet Mar 10 Ord Mar 10 





Suita, Witt1am Tuomas, New Southgate. Midd, Clerk Lismax, Morais. Liverpool, Cabinet Maker Mar,24 at 12 | Bictox, Ropgat Wituiam, West Hartlepool, Juiner Su 
0 


Edmonton Pet Mar 13 Ord Mar 13 
Tompson, Atrarp, Leicester Leicester Pet Maril Ord 
Mar 11 


Weoses, Percy Hayxaronp, Brynmawr, Brecon, Boot- 
maker Tredegar Pet Maril Ord Mar 11 } ruptey bidgs, Carey st 


ff Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Moretaxp, Harry Boppixeton, Townley rd, Dulwich: 
Maritim? Insurance Inspecto 


derland Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 
| BracecinpLe, James Ropert, jun, Mobberley, Chester, 
r Mar 24 at230 Bank: | Farmer Manchester Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 11 

: | Bramuatt, Jonn, Abram, Lancaster, Colliery Dataller 
Wigan Pet Marili Ord Mari 


Warrraker, Wiuiram Epowarpv, Worcester, Coal Dealer | Newrox, Bexsamin Fieirpnousr, Great Grimsby, Hair- | Buttes, Freperick Axsizy, Bournemouth, Hants, 


Worcester Pet Mar6 Ord Mar 13 | dresser Mar 24at1l Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Great | Journeyman Painter Poole Pet Maril Ord Maril 
Wiera.t. James, Biddulph, ‘Staffs, Painter Macclesfield Grimsby | CoarLton, AtFrepD Jounson, Ruabon, Denbigh, Wagon 
Pet Mari2 Ord Mar 12 Nickxuty, James Ossorye, Mavsice Pair Bettamy, and Builder Wrexham Pet Febi6 Ord Mar il 
Wru.utame, Epwarp, Failsworth, Lancs, Plumber Oldham Henry Youmans, Dkeston, Derby, Joiners and Con- ;' Daz, Joun, Mold, Fiint, Furnisher Chester Pet Feb9 
Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 tractors Mar24at12 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby Ord Mar 12 


oe Cuartes Wirrip, "Bembridge, I of W, Noxuax, Jouy Wiuttam, Poole, Dorset, Tranter Mar 25 at Frayne, Witiam Eenest, Brighton, Baker Brighton 


Newport Pet Mar13 O:d Mar13 


2 Messrs Curtis & Son, 42, Station rd, Poole 


Pet Mar 12 Urd Mar 12 
Geax, AgcarBato, Lxmpne, Kent, Farmer Canterbmy 


FIRST MEETINGS. Parker, Tuomas, Little St Andrew st, 8t Martio’s In, 
B Ro : . * Saddlery and Harness Dealer Mar 24 at 11 Bank- Pet Feb 22 Ord Mar 12 
RACEGIRPLE, JAMES BERT, jun, Mobberley, Cheshire, | ruptey bldgs, Carey st . ee, Rochdale, Slater Rochdale Pet Mar 1g 
ir v1 


Farmer Mar 24 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester Pansoxs, Mancaret, Coedpenmaen, Pontypridd, B.ker 


Bramaatt, Joun, Abram, Lancaster, Colliery Dataller 
Mar 23 at 3. 19, Exchange st, Bolton F Mar 26_at 11.15 Of Rec, 
Bona. Frepesick Anstex, Bournemouth, Journeyman pridd 


Post Office chmbrs, Ponty- | Harrison, Wittiam, Neath, Glam, Rollerman Neath Pe 
Marii Ord Mar 11 





ainter Mar 25 at 2.30 Messrs Curtis & Son, 42, | Pesyey, Watrer Brecn, Lincoln, Publican Mar 25 at 12 Saneer, Fate eeeeeih, Builder Dorchester Pet Mar 
12 Mar 


Station rd, Poole | Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 








How Famous People Renew 


their Energies. 





Remarkable Testimony. 





Never was life so strenuoas as now. Everyone acknowledges it— 
the famous and the non-famous. The famous feel it most, for the 
strain to obtain a foremost place and keep it is universally recognised, | 
They, however, have a great advantage over the less notable members 
of the community, for their friendly intercourse with the promincnt 
physicians enables them to hear at the earliest moment of the best | 
means ci. nce has discovered to renew the energy, nerve force, and | 
vitality they have consumed in their work. 

In consequence, they are all taking Sanatogen, the ideal tonic food and | 
revitalizing »gent, tu whose merits nearly eight thousand physicians have | 
attested in writing, while practically every medical man presctibcs it. 

The most eminent representatives of every profession have sent 
voluntary testimonials recording the wordeiful results obtained from | 
Sanatogen in renewing their energies when they have been overworked 
or run down. From among the most recent, the following have been 
chosen to give some idea of the merits of the preparation. 


Thus Sir GILBERT PARKER, M.P., the eminent Author and 
Traveller, writes :— 


. ** 20, Carlton House-terrace, 8. W. 
“TI have used Sanatogen at intervals since last autumn with 


extraordinary benefit. It is to my mind a true food tonic, feeding | 


the nerves, increasing the energy, and giving fresh vigour to the 
overworked body and mind.” Qs 
bail 








Madame SARAH GRAND, the gifted authoress of ‘‘ The Heavenly 


Twins,” says :— 
‘* Grove Hill, Tunbridge Wells. 

“ Sanatogen has done everything for me which it is said to be able 
to do for cases of nervous debility and exhaustion. I began to take 
it after nearly four years’ enforced idleness from extreme debility, 
and felt the benefit almost immediately. And now, after taking it 
steadily three times a day for twelve weeks, I find myself able to 
enjoy both work and play again, and a'so able to do as much of both 
as I ever did.” 





Sir JOHN HARE, the well-known actor, writes :-— 
“*75, Upper Berkeley Street, Portman Square, W. 
“Thave found Sanatogen a most valuable tonic and stimulant 
during a period when | had to work very hard under conditions ¢f 
great weakness and ill-health. I can heartily recommend it to 
those working under similarly distres-ing circumstances. ” 


/o-lo. /) Wh 


Mr.WALTER CRANE, the eminent authority on decorative att, 
says :— ‘13, Holland Street, Kensington, W. 
‘In recovering from a rather sharp attack of influenza, I certainly 
found Sanatogen, prepared with milk, beneficial in its effects. 


Zl. (ot 


Considering this evidence, can anyone suffering from depletion of the 
mental, nervous, or physical forces afford to sg the advantages 
cannot fail to derive from Sanatogen, which, by the way, is also | 
used in Royal circles, where the strain of life is no less felt than among 
hambler people? An instructive booklet on the preparation may 
obtained post free, on application to The Sanatogen Company, 12,C 
Street, London, W.L., mentioning “SOLICITORS JOURNAL.” Sanatog@ 
can be obtained from all Chemists, in tins, from 1/9 to 9/6, (sort 
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A PAPER FOR LAWYERS. THE 
WHY YOU SHOULD READ BEST 


PUBLIC OPINION 7? 


Edited by PERCY L. PARKER. FOR THE 
TWOPENCE - - - - EVERY FRIDAY. BUSY 























It is sometimes argued that the great drawback of the Legal Profession is that the LEGAL 
really busy man has so little time left in which to keep himself in touch with what men 
are doing, thinking, and saying in the larger world outside the Profess‘on. MAN 
___It is the special function of PUBLIC OPINION to act as_ the mentor of the 
tesy_professional man by presenting Mim weekly with a journal which ia large type and Is 


with a minimum expenditure of time and money will enable the man with a wide range of 
interests to keep au fait with all those things which are best worth knowing. And it is 
especially necessary that legal men should have interests as wide as their possible clientele. | 
PUBLIC OPINION should be read every week, 
. . . * . . *,? | 
BECAUSE it deals in a unique way with matters which affect the religious, intellectual, political, 
and social life of the people. 
BECAUSE it presents the cream of all the best thought in the best Papers, Magazines, and Books, 
and thus keeps its readers well informed on what men are saying, dong, and thinking the world 
over. No other paper so easily keeps the reader in touch with all that is best worth knowing 
as Public Opinion. It brings the best thought of the day into every home. 
BECAUSE it gives every week lengthy and informing summaries of two of the most important ad. 
books, so that in the course of a year the reader is put in possession by direct quotation of the 
main features of over one hundred books. Wot Gd. 
BECAUSE it contains suggestions for debates on topics of the day. 


WHAT IS SAID ABOUT “PUBLIC OPINION.” 






































Here are some very striking Testimonies by well-known Sir HUBERT VON HERKOMER, R.A. det 
men to the value of PUBLIC OPINION :— “ oer selestion f conan tena is ag = all praise, for i gives 
The EARL OF ROSEBERY, KG. one the wholesome festing that the werd is, etter ait, Bot guns te She 
“I can truly say that Public Opinion is a weekly joy tome. It gives devil, but contains thinkers and good men and women. 
me just what I want to read.” Rev. F. B. MEYER, B.A. : ; 
The Right Hon. BR. B. HALDANE, MP. “I thoroughly approve of Public Opinion. It is bright and in- 


teresting. It gives a good weekly snapshot of the ever-changing and 


‘What interests people is that which is expressed in a concrete form, fascinating esunes tistegh which Gon canning t ing at this . 


and has in it the touch of humanity. The views of strenuous spirits and 


the criticisms of really competent critics given in their own words comply epoch of the world’s history.” Fob, 18. 
with this c ndition. Your paper will succeed if it can only keep up to Professor McKENDRICK. 
this standard, and I think you have brought it on the right lines.” “T highly appreciate Public Opinion as a most valuable an interesting 
Rey. Dr. W. ROBERTSON NICOLL, M.A. | periodical.” 

“ Public Opinion was very much prized by Thomas Carlyle, and was | EDITOR OF THE “HIBBERT JOURNAL.” 
one of the last journals he read,” said Dr. W. R. Nicoll in the British Professor L. P. Jacks, M.A., writing in May, 1908, said: “‘ By means 
Weekly, May 2nd, 1907. of Public Opinion [learn many things which would otherwise escape me.” 

Rev. Dr. W. H. FITCHETT, Author of Fights for the Flag. Dr. W. COLLIER, of Oxford. 
“I get your Public Opinion regularly and find it most interesting and “I take Public Opinion regularly, and invariably advise my friends to 





valuable—a matchless bit of journalistic work. . . . Nothing else I dew - : 
iv . . : : do likewise. I tell them that for the price there is no other paper 
— gives such a reflex of the thought in the current history of the published that can compare with it, It is in a class of its own.” 


world. 
, ‘ Sir GILBERT PARKER, =F. Te ee --— 
“T cannot but congratulate you on that excellent paper Public | 
Opinion, which I read Segnlariy. You have a journal of genes tahaseee | PUBLIC OPINION can be obtained from any news- 
and usefulness.” aent or booketall, or will be sent Post Free for one year 
Mr. BENJAMIN KIDD, Author of Social Evolution. to any address in the United Kingdom, for 10s. 10d. ; and 


“IT take Public Opinion every week, and find it one of the principal 
means of continuing my education that the world provides.” to any place abroad for 13s. per annum. 


The ABBOT GASQUET. o The following form filled up and enclosed in an envelope bearing a 
The Abbot Francis Gasquet (who is now engaged in revising the halfpenny +tamp, and addressed to Public Opinion, 31 and 32, Temple 
Vulgate), writing from Rome, Feb. 16th, 1909, says: “T have for House, Tallis Street, Lonion, E.C., will ensure the receipt of a 
& long time now got so much pleasure and profit from it, and feel con- Specimen Copy of this Journal. 
strained to »dd my testimony to that of others, Obliged to be away 
from England for many months each year on business, and with little 
honed 8 -_ cal reading of papers, I have found tape aoe MMPI 60 tiny sivussnccesieeesiveenshsnnee ti asequennsseveveneneetees 
y What | needed to keep in touch with passing events, an 00 Seems ee ~ nvcan scone nacepin tiene aah onaaners shyeonetegssesanes 
forward each week to the conn of the post which brings it to me.” Bolicttors’ Journal. 


Readable from Beginning to Bnd. 








UID cscs 0 vnsccccisdeutigewes census ueevineesnusiebeecliaasbsebeersseteupeuseksenceniees 
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Houpsoy, Roszrr Epuuyp, Hastings, Saddler Hastings 

J Ledy be Ord Mar 12 w - 2 

BNKINS, WILL Leamington, Engineer Warwi et, 
Feb 26° Ord Mar 11 ‘ 


Jouty, Frep Grirrorp, Drayton Green rd, Ealing, 
Mort Accountant Brentford Pet Feb 15 Ord 


Tongs, Tagopore, Belsize rd, Hampstead High Court 
‘et Dec 31 Ord Mar 11 i 

Lismax, Mors, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker Liverpool 
Pet Feb 16 Ord Mar 18 

MACKEnz1g, Dowatp, King st, Cheapside, Cigarette 
Merchant High Court Pet Jan13 Ord Mar 10 

Mayos, Groncr Wrutram, Darnall, Sheffield, Auctioneer 

-_ Pet Feb 24 Ord Mar 12 

Morrr,y, Josera, Bredbury, Chester, General Dealer 
Manchester Pet Mar 11 Ord Mar 11 

NewToy, Bexsamixn Frevpnovsr, Great Grimaby, Hair- 
dresser Great Grimsby Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 

Nogyax, Jonx Writsam. Poole, Dorset, Tranter Poole 
Pet Mari11 Ord Mar 11 

Noaess, Fearperick Grorer Ricnarp, Gaywood. Norfolk, 
Bailway Clerk King’s Lynn Pet Marii Ord Mar 11 

Parker. Toomas. Little 8t "Andrew “st, St Martin’s In, 
Raddlery and Harness Dealer High Court Pet Mar 12 
Ord Mar 12 

Pariwws, Marcaret, Coedpenmaen, Pontypridd, Glam, 

Pontypridd Pet Marii Ord Mar 11 

Pixytyeroy, Junn Epwix. Lancaster, Hay and Straw 
Dealer Preston Pet Mar11 Ord Mar 11 

Rernsureiper, Jacon, Sheffield, Cabinet Maker Sheffield 
Pet Mar 12 Ord Mar 12 

Roserts, Peter. Penmachno, ‘Carnarvon, Quarryman 
Portmadec Pet Mari2 Ord Mar 12 

Sacre, Antuvus, Keighley, York, Photographer Bradford 
Pet Mari1 Ord Mar 11 

Suita, WittiamM THomas, New Southgate, Clerk Edmonton 
Pet Mar 13 Ord Mar 13 

Temecte, Jous Witiam Liewettys, Great Driffield, 
Commission Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb 15 
Ord Mar 12 

ee Atrrep, Leicester Leicester Pet Mar 11 Ord 

ar 11 





Toriev. Frepervck Joux, Fast Greenwich, Grocer Green- 
wich Pet Feb20 Ord Mari2 

Watntox, Auten, Clayton Bridge, Manchester, Insurance 
Collector Manchester Pet Feb23 Ord Mar It 

Weroaeser, Percy Haxwxarorp, Brynmawr, Brecon, Boot 
Maker Tredegar Pet Marii Ord Mar it 

Warraker, Witttam Eowarp. Ladywood, Worcester, Coal 

Worcester Pet Mar6 Ord Mar 13 
Wiewatt, James, Biddulph, Stafford, Painter Macclesfield 


REDUCTION 


in “ Without Profits” 


Life Ass‘: Rates 


See the new Prospectus of the 


ORTHER 


ASSURANCE COY- L1. 


1 Moorgate Street, E.C, 
Accumulated Funds (1907) £ 7,089,000 


OTORISTS’ PROTECTION ASSOCIA- 

TION, LIMITED, whose Head Offices are in London, 
are desirous of appointing Legal Representatives in the 
principal districts outside the Metropolis.—Apply, in the 
first instance, to the Associat on’s London Solicitors, 
Mesers. Lioyp, Humpneeys & Nimmo, 38, Cranbourn- 
street, London, W.C, 








TO SOLICITORS, ARCHITECTS, ESTATE 
AGENT 3, &c. 
EDHILL.— Ground Floor Offices, finest 


position in Redhill, corner main thoroughfare; 
close to station; three rooms, strong room, lavatory, 
&c. ; rent £100.—Particulars of Nicmo.as Denver & Co., 
43, Pall Mall, 8.W. 





AY 7 ANTED, bound volumes of Justice Peace 
Reports ; recent years.—Hr11., Solicitor, Cardiff. 





Pat Mar 12 Ord Mar 12 

Wiurams, Eow arp, Failsworth, Lancaster, Plumber Old- 
ham Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 

Wittzama, Grorce Atrrep, Southport High Court Pet 
Dec 16 Ord Mar 11 

Woopvrorp, Cuartes Wire. Rembridge, I of W, Butcher 
N Pet Mar13 Ord Mari3 

ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED 
Kicevex, Artuvr Epwarn, Hightown, Liversedge, York, 
- Journeyman Currier Dewsbury Adjud April 19, 1907 

Anuu!l Mar 9, 1999 

Mortzy, Warren, West Bridford, Notts. Builder Notting- 

Adjud Novy 20, 1886 Annnoul Mar 8, 1909 











SOLICITORS.—Re Trustee v. 

Manacer.—Required, the services of a Solicitor | 

who is willing to sne for the Trustee the said Bank | 

Manager and him solely and individually, with a view to | 

enable the said Trustee to obtain an order of a King’s | 

Judge = inspect the accounts kept at the Bank as a | 
<. aet.— 


Bank | 


ddrere, Kaweanoo, care of Barker & Co., 2, | 
, Birchin-lane, E.C, 
AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt | 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the followin 
writing charges :— has és 








0 8 per 
Briefs 2 3 per 
Deeds Round Hand .., x. 0 2 per folio. 
2 0 per 
Full Copies =... sees wwe O -2 DOF | 
PAPER.—¥oolscap, 14. per sheet; Draft, $d. ditt. ; | 


Parchment, is. 64. to 36. 64. per skin. 
KEER & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 





f f° SOLICITORS.—A substantial Builder 

Requires Financing in the erection of a high-class 
Block of Flats; success assured; freehold site.—Apply, 
a ee Journal’’ Office, 27, Chancery- 
lane, “OU. 


er 


BRITISH LAW FIRE. INSURANGR 


OMPANY, LIMITED. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL AND RESERVES - £1,280,009, 
Head Office— 


5, LOTHBURY, BANK, LONDON, EC, 


Trustees. 
The Right Hon. THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE oF 
ENGLAND, G.O.M.G. 
The Right Hon. Sir ROBERT ROMER, G.C.B. 
e Right Hon. Sir J. C. BIGHAM. 


; Directors. 
Chairman: M, F. MONIER-WILLIAMS, Eso, 
Deputy-Chairman: C, G. KEKEWICG, Esa. 
R. J. Bowerman, Esq. Ernest Humbert, Esq. 
John G. Bristow, Esq. Archibald Herbert James, Egg, 
Holroyd Chaplin, Esq. F. C. Maples, Esq. 
Robert W. Dibdin, Esq. Allan E. Messer, Esq. 
R. L. Fulford, Esq. | Rob. C. Nesbitt, Esq. 
Edward G. Gibson, Esq. Walter P. Norton, Esq. 
L. W. N. Hickley, Esq. E. Fitzjohn Oldham. Esq, 
Robert G. F. Hills, Esq. Marshall Pontifex, Esq. 
William Hitchins, Esq. G. L. Whately, Esq. 
Solicitors: Messrs. Baker, Buaker, & Hawes. 
Bankers : Messrs. Rosarrs, Lunsock, & Co. 
Manager and Secretary: H. Foster Curier. 
BRANCH ESTASLISHMENTS AT 
BIRMINGHAM, 124, Colmore-row, 
BRISTOL, 31, Baldwin-street. 
EDINBURGH, 41, Frederick-street, 
LEEDS, 5, East-parade. (SW, 
LONDON (West End), 3, Regent-street, Waterloo place, 
LONDON (City Branch), 37, Queen Victor.a-street, 
LIVERPOOL, 8, The Temple, Dale-street, 
CHESTER (Sub-Branch), 16, Corn Exchange-chambers, 
MANCHESTER, 41, Cross-street. 
GLASGOW, 105, West George-street. 
NEW CASTLE-ON-TYNE, Post Office-chambers, 
DUBLIN, 38, Dame-street and 12-14, CollegeGreen, 
RELF AST, 79, Royal-avenus, 
BRIGHTON, 138, North-street. 

This Company, established by members of the Legal Pro- 
fession throughout the country, entertain Proposals for 
Insurance against damage by Fire and Lightning on eligible 
risks, within the United Kingdom, including Mercantile 
Insurances. Also Loss of Profits due to Fire, Workmen's 
Compensation, Employers’ Liability, Accident and Sickness, 
and Burglary. No Foreign Business undertaken. 
Application for Agencies invited. 














Py Aaten. Mortgage Funds for first- 

class Securities (large and smal!).—Solicitors with 
fands kindly communicate with Messrs. Nosorrt, 
Auctioneers, 54, Bow-lane, E.C. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estasiisaev 1828), 





T° SOLICITORS.— Required, in any good 

positions in London, Freehold Building Sites (large 
or small) for speculation, or Freehold Properties with 
leases falling in during next few years.—Particulars to 
Messrs. Nosort1, Auctioneers, 54, Bow-lane, E.O. 





£ 4 000 for the immediate Purchase of 

VU short Leageholds or Profit Rentals in 
good main thoroughfares; must be fully let and shew 
good rate of interest. — Address, Burxr, “ Solicitors’ 
Journal ” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C, 


YRUSTEE has Fund of £2,000 to Lend 

on Mortgage at 44 ver cent ‘interest. — Address 

particulars of securities to Teusrex, “ Solicitors’ Journal’’ 
Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


| ADY, with one little gir), wishes to hear 
4 of another to share her nursery; highest legal and 
medical referevces.—Write “ L. H.,” care of “ Solicitors’ 
Journal,’’ 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 











The Oldest Insurance 
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4 € 
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Coped from Poley dated 17%. 





> -ommemetanne — enmity ecto 
rerampiereiaen serch asi punpeeaennieamne-eoerae: aoe ate 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS, 


“| +EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
, so WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 
including ACCIDENTS TO | FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
4.3. COUSLNS, 


Office in the World. 


] 4 FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 





Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 


BURGLARY, 





District, Manager. 





Pp. +, 
z 


Reversionary Interests in Real and Person 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 2637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 

10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.-C. 

4STABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED @ 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be ised. 
Cc. H. tia WN} Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries, 


PLEASURE CRUISE 


To SUNNY LANDS 


The ORIENT COMPANY'S 8:8. “‘ ORMUZ,” 
6,465 tons Register, 
will leave MARSEILLES, 8th April, for 
CORFU, GREECE, TURKEY, ASIA MINOB, 
SICILY, ALGERIA, PORTUGAL. 
28 Days for 28 Guineas and upwards. 


NORWAY FJORDS in July and August, 
by the famous Yachting Steamer “ OPHIR,” and the 
ss. “OTRANTO,” 12,000 tons Register, fitted wilh 
single- berth rooms, bedstead cabins, and Suites delaw 

13 Days’ Cruise, for 12 Guineas and upwards 

Managers—F. GREEN & Co., and ANDERSON, ANDEE 
SON & Co,, Head Offices, Fenchurch Avenue, Londo, 


For passage y to the latter firm, at 5, ¥ 
Avenue, E.C., or to Branch Office, 28, Cockspur St., 8.4 


£9 to £1,000; interest 2s. 6d, in the £ 
for agreed period.—W. Jackson, 70, Piymou 
grove, Manchester. 











March 20, 1900, si | 


THI 





